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SIDE  DUMP  SUGAR  CANE  TRAILER 

•  Strong,  lightweight  construction  (20,400  lbs) 

•  48  ft.  x  102  in.  (Two  23  ft.  baskets) 

•  Steel  disc  wheels  with  24.5  radial  tires 

•  3056  cu.  ft.  total  capacity  in  baskets 

•  Dumping  mechanism  eliminates  possible  flip-over 

•  Options  available:  ladders,  trap  doors,  2  speed  legs 


Distributed  by: 

Blackmon  Trailer  Sales 

Mansfield,  LA  /  Poplarville,  MS 

1-800-542-9940 


803  W.  Seale  Street    Nacogdoches,  TX  75964 
1-800-562-0730 
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Choppers,  Cultivators,  Plows,  4  Row  tools  Trailers,  side  dump,  sheeted,  conversion,  and  new 

New  and  Repairs,  Build  to  your  needs.  repair  etc. 


Prados  Machine  Works 

We  are  dedicated  to  your  farm  needs  .  . 

Located  in  Centerville,  LA 

St.  Mary  Parish 

Phone:  337-836-9421  or  337-836-1000 

558  Prairie  Road 
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Billet  Cane  Modules  (holds  approx.  80  -  90  tons) 
Wagons,  side  dump,  sheeted.  New  and  Repair  12  ft.  x  12  ft.  x  30  ft. 


SAVE  A  TON 

Call  for  more  information  or  an  estimate 


UP  FRONT  WITH  THE    LEAGUE 


By  Charlie  AWI^incon 


Sugar  Association 


During  September,  Jackie  Theriot  and  I 
attended  the  annual  meeting  of  the  Board 
of  the  Sugar  Association.  The  League 
is  a  member  of  this  association  which  addresses 
the  nutrition  and  health  aspects  and  issues  of 
sugar.  Recently,  the  industry  was  under  direct 
attack  by  people  that  would  want  the  consuming 
public  to  believe  that  sugar  is  responsible  for 
everything  from  tooth  decay  to  obesity  and 
diabetes.  I  think  the  only  thing  they  may  have 
left  off  is  rigor  mortis!  While  their  charges  may 
be  basically  untrue,  no  one  ever  suggested  that 
Washington,  or  for  that  matter  Baton  Rouge, 
operates  or  evolves  around  the  truth.  The  real 
truth  of  the  matter  lies  in  the  fact  that  almost 
everything  (every  issue)  is  advanced  or  defeated, 
not  on  the  truth  of  the  issue,  but  on  the  perception 
and  who  is  "driving"  each  item  or  agenda. 

To  say  the  least,  we  had  a  close  call  on  the 
review  of  the  Dietary  Guidelines.  Some  of  you 
may  be  more  familiar  with  the  term  "Food 
Pyramid."  Regardless,  some  people  in  the 
bureaucracy  wish  to  rewrite  the  wording  on  sugar 
to  say,  instead  of  moderating  your  consumption 
of  sugar  you  should  reduce  or  avoid  the  use  of 
sugar.  Our  opponents  on  this  issue,  while  they 
believe  they  are  well  intended,  they  are  terribly 
misinformed.  While  the  sugar  industry  was 
determined  to  have  gotten  its  way  on  this  issue 
this  time,  it  was  not  necessarily  based  on 
perception  or  politics.  Instead,  it  was  based  on 
sound  science  provided  by  the  Sugar  Association 
and  recognized  scientist,  combined  with  the  use 
of  our  industry's  influence  to  get  that  data  and 
information  to  the  decision  makers  in 
Washington.  While  we  won  this  round,  it  is  no 


where  close  to  being  over.  In  fact,  those  who 
would  have  you  believe  that  sugar  is  bad  for  you 
are  already  working  toward  the  next  review  of 
the  guidelines  five  years  from  now. 

Jackie  and  I  came  to  the  immediate  realization 
that  had  we  not  been  successful  on  this  new  front, 
the  end  result  would  be  as  devastating,  or  worst, 
than  the  present  price  down  turn  we  are  now 
experiencing.  While,  for  many  years,  the 
Louisiana  industry  has  looked  upon  the  Sugar 
Association  as  a  "feel  good"  operation,  I  have 
come  to  realize  it  is  far  more  important  than  that. 
In  fact,  the  combination  of  the  Sugar  Association 
and  the  American  Sugar  Alliance,  working 
together,  have  shown  the  need  for  both  operations 
to  exist  and  work  together  for  our  industry's 
common  good.  So,  THANKS  to  the  staff  of  the 
Sugar  Association  and  those  Sugar  Reps  in 
Washington  (particularly  our's)  for  the  work  that 
you  did  on  the  Dietary  Guidelines  issue. 

Additionally,  at  this  recent  meeting,  there  was 
much  discussion  of  how  we  might  get  our 
message  out,  on  the  good  aspects  of  sugar,  to  the 
public.  I  am  hopeful  that  some  of  these  ideas 
can  be  fine  tuned  so  that  we  can  cost  effectively 
raise  the  level  of  awareness  on  these  all-important 
issues  that  directly  impact  this  industry.  An 
industry  that  produces  a  natural  and  healthy 
product.  We  won  a  battle,  but  the  war  is  still  on. 
The  good  news  is  that  the  Sugar  Association,  with 
its  honest  and  science-based  information, 
coupled  with  our  Washington  reps,  should  be  able 
to  deliver  the  true  information  on  our  products 
to  those  in  the  decision  making  positions  of 
government.  I  can  assure  you  that  we  will  be 
hearing  more  about  this  as  time  goes  on. 


BURNING 

It  is  that  time  of  year  again.  However,  I  feel 
that  there  is  a  different  demeanor  in  our  industry. 
And,  that  demeanor  lies  in  the  knowledge  that 
our  growers  and  their  people  are  more 
knowledgeable  about  burning  in  the  fields.  With 
this  newly  acquired  knowledge  and  certification, 
which  was  granted  to  some  1,300  plus  farmers 
and  industry  workers  who  completed  the  course 
and  passed  the  test,  it  is  my  sincere  hope  that  we 
might  have  a  better  than  usual  experience  this 
grinding.  There  is  not  one  grower  that  I  have 
talked  with  that  isn't  concerned  with  what 
happens  after  he  lights  a  fire  in  his  fields.  The 
concern  and  caring  for  the  general  public  is 
evident  by  the  number  of  people  certified  to  burn. 
This  1,300  plus  people  represents  2.5  people  per 
farm. 

If  we  utilize  the  information  provided,  and  pay 
attention  to  weather  conditions  and  the 
geographic  locations  of  our  fields,  it  is  my  hope 


that  we  might  experience  a  noticeable  reduction 
in  the  number  of  complaints  this  season.  No  one 
is  perfect,  and  not  every  field  can  be  burned.  But, 
to  see  the  individual  growers,  their  family 
members,  and  their  workers  who  have  voluntarily 
participated  in  this  program  tells  me  that  we  are 
well  on  our  way,  as  farmers  and  citizens,  to  trying 
to  do  the  best  job  possible.  I  am  sure  that  we  will 
experience  some  complaints.  Some  will  be 
legitimate  and  some  not.  But,  if  we  can  begin  to 
reduce  the  community's  concern  with  this 
necessary  cultural  practice,  we  will  all  be  the 
better  for  the  effort.  Please  do  the  best  you  can 
at  any  and  all  cultural  practices  that  are  important 
to  you  and  your  containment  of  cost. 

If  the  public  feels  that  you  are  being  diligent, 
and  you  show  legitimate  concern  for  their 
inconveniences,  we  might  just  find  that  they  may 
be  more  tolerant  and  understanding  of  our 
operations  in  the  future. 

Good  luck  and  please  be  careful. 


You're  First  at  First  South  PCA 

At  First  South  PCA,  you're  not  just  a  number. 
We  believe  that  personal  service  is  a  way  of  life.  Your  financial  transactions 

are  important  to  us. 

Our  staff  has  the  knowledge,  qualifications  and  experience  along  with  that 
personal  touch  that  make  you  feel  that  you're  FIRST  at  First  South  PCA. 


First  South  PCA 


Michele  Simoneaux 

Thibodaux 


Agricultural  Lender 

Give  us  a  call! 
(504)  446-9450 


Donna  Booty 

Thibodaux 


WASHINGTON  UPDATE 


By  Don  Wdlldce 


U5DA  Announces  FY  2001  TRQ. 
Non-Recourse  Loans  to  be  Mode  Available 


U.S.  Department  of  Agriculture  Secretary 
Dan  Glickman  has  announced  the  FY 
2001  tariff-rate  quota  for  raw  sugar 
(TRQ). 

The  U.S.  Department  of  Agriculture  has 
established  the  FY  200 1  TRQ  for  imports  of  sugar 
into  the  United  States  at  1,360,983  metric  tons 
raw  value  (1,500,227  short  tons  raw  value).  The 
total  includes  a  quantity  for  raw  sugar  of 
1,117,195  metric  tons  raw  value,  the  minimum 
level  to  which  the  United  States  is  committed 
under  the  Uruguay  Round  Agreement;  a  quantity 
for  refined  sugar  of  38,000  metric  tons  raw  value; 
105,788  metric  tons  raw  value,  which  is  the 
additional  amount  that  the  United  States  is 
committed  to  provide  to  Mexico  under  the  North 
American  Free  Trade  Agreement;  and  100,000 
metric  tons  raw  value  to  be  allocated,  if  needed, 
contingent  on  developments  in  international 
markets.  USD  A  will  make  available  all  but  the 
contingent  quantity  to  the  U.S.  Trade 
Representative  for  allocation  for  import  into  the 
U.S.  customs  territory. 

Pursuant  to  the  Harmonized  Tariff  Schedule 
of  the  United  States,  USDA  has  established  the 
FY  2001  raw  sugar  TRQ  at  1,222,983  metric  tons 
raw  value  (1,348,108  short  tons  raw  value). 
Certificates  of  Quota  Eligibility  (CQEs)  will  be 
issued  to  allow  Brazil,  the  Dominican  Republic, 
and  the  Philippines  to  ship  up  to  25  percent  of 
each  country's  initial  allocation  at  the  low-tier 
tariff  during  each  quarter  of  FY  200 1 .  Argentina, 
Australia,  Guatemala,  and  Peru  will  be  allowed 
to  ship  up  to  50  percent  of  their  initial  allocations 
in  the  first  six  months  of  FY  2001.  Allocations 
not  entered  with  the  U.S.  Customs  Service  during 
any  quarter  or  six-month  period  may  be  entered 


in  any  subsequent  period.  The  shipping  pattern 
for  Mexico  will  be  determined  at  a  later  date.  For 
all  other  countries,  CQEs  corresponding  to  each 
country's  allocation  may  be  entered  at  the  low- 
tier  tariff  at  any  time  during  the  fiscal  year. 

In  addition,  USDA  has  established  the  FY 
2001  refined  sugar  TRQ  at  143,788  metric  tons 
raw  value  (158,499  short  tons  raw  value)  for 
which  the  sucrose  content,  by  weight,  in  the  dry 
state,  must  have  a  polarimeter  reading  of  99.5 
degrees  or  more.  USDA  established  the  specialty 
sugar  allocation,  a  subset  of  the  refined  sugar 
TRQ,  at  17,656  metric  tons  raw  value  (19,462 
short  tons  raw  value)  which  must  have  a  polarity 
of  at  least  99.5  degrees  and  be  accompanied  by  a 
specialty  sugar  certificate. 

Mexico  Requests  Dispute  Panel 

The  ongoing  dispute  between  the  United 
States  and  Mexico  regarding  NAFTA' s  terms  of 
trade  in  sugar  has  significantly  escalated  with 
Mexico's  request  for  a  dispute  panel. 
Establishment  of  such  a  panel  is  the  third  and 
final  stage  of  dispute  resolution  provided  by 
NAFTA. 

The  request,  by  Mexican  Secretary  of 
Commerce  and  Industrial  Promotion  (SECOFI) 
Herminio  Blanco,  follows  several  weeks  of 
intense  talks  between  the  two  countries.  In  a 
statement  reported  by  The  New  York  Times,  U.S. 
Special  Trade  Negotiator  for  Agriculture  Greg 
Frazier  said,  "I  didn't  think  it  would  come  to  this. 
I  thought  we  would  keep  the  negotiations  going." 

The  dispute  resolution  procedures,  established 
in  NAFTA  Chapter  20,  provide  for  a  final  panel 
decision  within  155  days  from  the  Request  for 
an  Arbitral  Panel  and  220  days  from  the  original 


Request  for  Consultation,  the  first  step  in  the 
dispute  resolution  timeline.  Yet,  in  practice,  cases 
usually  take  much  longer  to  proceed.  Both  of 
the  only  two  cases  completed  under  Chapter  20 
took  more  than  a  year,  527  days  in  one  instance 
and  669  days  in  another.  Indeed,  it  has  already 
been  two  and  a  half  years  since  Mexico  first  filed 
its  formal  Request  for  Consultation  in  the  sugar 
dispute.  Thus,  it  is  difficult  to  anticipate  how 
long  it  may  take  for  a  decision  to  be  rendered  in 
our  case. 

A  release  issued  by  Mexico  indicates  that 
SECOFI  remains  willing  to  continue  talks  toward 
finding  a  mutually  satisfactory  agreement. 

Legislators  Await  Conference  on  Agriculture 
Spending  Bill 

As  of  the  Sugar  Bulletin  goes  to  press, 
members  of  the  House  and  Senate  Agriculture 


Appropriations  Subcommittees  are  still  waiting 
to  meet  in  conference  to  iron  out  differences 
between  their  respective  agriculture 
appropriations  bills.  With  only  a  few  weeks  left 
before  scheduled  adjournment,  lawmakers  have 
yet  to  complete  all  but  a  few  of  the  thirteen  annual 
spending  measures.  Though  such  a  delay  is  not 
uncommon  in  presidential  election  years,  the 
rather  high  number  of  bills  left  to  pass  has  stirred 
talk  of  an  omnibus  package  that  would  include 
all  outstanding  spending  bills.  Often,  such 
omnibus  deals  also  include  significant  provisions 
addressing  other  high  profile  issues  that 
legislators  were  unable  to  pass  in  the  weeks 
leading  up  to  election  day. 

A  report  on  the  agriculture  spending  bills  will 
also  be  included  in  next  month's  "Washington 
Update." 
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BROU3SARD 

CANE  EQUIPMENT. 


N^ 


Cane 

Contractors 

Inc. 


Chopper  Type 
Cane  Harvesters 

High  Dump  Wagons 


Whoiestalk 
Cane  Harvesters 

Cane  Loaders 


Contract  Harvesting 

with  Chopper 

Harvesters 


Sales  ♦  Service  ♦  Parts 


Broussard  Cane  Equipment,  LLC 


P.O.  Box  2869  •  Parks,  LA  70582  •  Phone  (337)  845-5080 


FARM    NOTES 


By  Dr.  Charley  Richard 


Rain,  Finally!  -  Crop  Report  - 
A\ore  €>n  (Lane/Sugar  Ratio 


After  experiencing  1 1  of  the  last  14  months 
with  below  average  rainfall,  the  industry 
finally  saw  its  first  belt  wide 
precipitation  in  quite  some  time  during  the  second 
week  of  September.  Some  parts  of  the  cane  belt 
received  more  than  four  inches  of  rain  and  a  few 
areas  recorded  as  much  as  nine  inches.  However, 
there  are  still  some  areas  which  only  received  a 
small  portion  and  one  week  later,  on  September 
15,  are  already  dry.  Even  the  areas  which  received 
adequate  rainfall  are  still  dry  at  the  sub-soil  level. 
The  first  cool  front  of  the  season  passed  through 
the  state  on  the  evening  of  September  15  and 
brought  slightly  cooler  but  much  drier  air  to  the 
state.  This  will  certainly  dry  out  much  of  the 
effects  of  the  badly  needed  recent  rains. 

CROP  REPORT 

As  a  result  of  the  drought,  many  growers  were 
predicting  that  their  crops  were  reduced  by  more 
than  10%  with  only  a  few  areas  reporting  normal 
cane  tonnage.  Many  of  the  industry  personnel 
who  travel  the  cane  belt  feel  that  the  state's  crop 
will  be  some  15%  below  the  production  of  last 
year's  record  crop. 

With  the  recent  rains,  cane  has  begun  to  grow 
again  just  at  a  time  when  it  should  be  completing 
its  growth  and  beginning  to  mature.  This  year's 
summer  and  early  fall  are  beginning  to  look  like 
a  repeat  of  1998  when  the  industry  produced  good 
tonnage  but  drastically  low  sugar  as  a  result  of 
late  maturity  from  the  late  cane  growth. 
Hopefully,  growers  have  planned  on  using  Polado 
on  more  acres  than  was  used  in  1998  which  will 
help  in  increasing  the  sugar  content  of  the  cane. 


Early  pre-harvest  samples  taken  by  many  of  the 
factories  indicate  sugar  content  similar  to  that 
experienced  in  1998.  Also,  the  maturity  tests 
conducted  at  USDA  in  Houma  indicate  sugar 
levels  comparable  to  that  year. 

Growers  are  reminded  that  Polado  is  only 
labeled  for  stubble  crops.  Growers  are  also 
reminded  that  this  ripener  has  proven  over  the 
years  to  increase  sugar  per  ton  of  cane  in  nearly 
all  cases  and  in  most  cases  to  increase  sugar  per 
acre.  Even  if  it  doesn't  increase  sugar  per  acre 
over  an  untreated  check,  it  generally  provides  at 
least  equal  sugar  production  meaning  less  work 
to  make  the  same  amount  of  sugar.  This  results 
in  a  benefit  to  both  the  grower  and  the  processor. 
Therefore,  growers  are  urged  to  treat  as  much 
acreage  as  they  can  this  year  in  an  attempt  to  make 
this  industry  as  efficient  as  it  can  be. 

With  the  large  amount  of  short  cane  across 
the  belt,  growers  have  asked  whether  they  should 
use  Polado  on  this  type  of  field  condition. 
Generally,  recommendations  are  best  made  on  a 
field  by  field  case,  depending  on  numerous 
factors,  most  important  of  which  is  the  height  of 
the  cane  at  treatment  date.  What  growers  have 
decided  to  do  generally  falls  into  one  of  two 
categories.  Some  have  treated  other  fields  for 
early  harvest  in  an  attempt  to  allow  the  short  cane 
to  put  on  additional  growth.  Others  have 
calculated  that  this  short  cane  probably  won't 
grow  very  well  even  if  better  conditions  are 
experienced,  and  have  decided  to  put  out  the 
Polado  and  harvest  what  they  can  from  these 
fields  with  short  cane.  Their  decision  is  also 
based  on  the  premise  that  the  better  cane  would 


have  an  opportunity  to  grow  during  the  time  that 
the  short  cane  is  being  harvested.  While  there  is 
no  proven  way  to  proceed,  more  growers  have 
chosen  the  latter  rather  than  the  former  concept. 
Of  course,  if  the  cane  is  very  short,  only  a  combine 
can  harvest  it  efficiently  and  for  those  growers 
who  are  still  using  the  soldier  system,  this  isn't 
really  an  option.  The  industry  will  need  to  closely 
examine  the  results  obtained  by  growers  who  tried 
either  practice  and  although  we  would  hope  that 
we  won't  experience  this  kind  of  growing 
conditions  again,  we  all  know  that  we  will. 

The  first  two  factories  to  start  the  season  will 
begin  on  Monday,  September  18,  2000.  Several 
other  factories  will  start  later  that  week  with  most 
beginning  prior  to  October  1.  Even  with  the 
reduced  tonnage,  most  factories  are  guessing  that 
there  will  be  adequate  tons  to  take  them  through 
mid-December  and  some  will  still  grind  into  the 
new  year. 

MORE  ON  CANE/SUGAR  RATIO 

The  last  two  articles  written  by  this  author  in 
the  Bulletin  have  dealt  with  a  new  term  to 
Louisiana,  the  cane/sugar  ratio.  It  is  commonly 
used  in  other  parts  of  the  world  but  has  rarely 
been  used  here.  However,  with  this  industry 
focusing  on  reduced  costs,  it  is  felt  that  this  term 
might  be  good  for  growers  and  processors  to 
concentrate  on  in  an  effort  to  grind  as  few  tons  of 
cane  as  possible  to  make  a  ton  of  sugar. 

In  the  last  two  articles,  the  cane/sugar  ratio 
over  time  in  the  Louisiana  industry  was  examined 
as  well  as  the  cane/sugar  ratio  among  the  18 
Louisiana  factories.  This  month,  the  cane/sugar 
ratio  across  the  harvest  season  is  presented. 
Figure  1  shows  the  average  weekly  cane/sugar 
ratio  (as  calculated  from  Dr.  Harold  Birkett's 
comparative  factory  data).  These  data  represent 
the  cane/sugar  ratio  for  1999,  1998,  and  the 
average  of  the  last  five  harvest  seasons.  The  first 
and  last  weeks  of  the  graph  don't  have  as  many 
data  points  as  the  other  weeks  since  not  all 
factories  started  at  the  same  time  and  some 
finished  earlier  than  others.  In  all  cases  week  1 
was  adjusted  so  that  it  corresponds  to  the  last  week 


of  September. 

It  can  be  noticed  that  the  cane/sugar  ratio  as 
an  average  of  the  last  five  years  is  represented  by 
the  black  line  while  1998  is  represented  by  the 
diagonally  stripped  bars  and  1999  by  the  solid 
black  bars.  The  weekly  cane/sugar  ratio  for  1998 
is  generally  higher  than  the  five  year  average 
while  that  of  1999  is  generally  lower  than  the 
average.  In  1998  the  industry  completed  the 
season  with  an  average  cane/sugar  ratio  of  10.6 
tons  of  cane  to  produce  one  ton  of  sugar  while 
1999  produced  a  ratio  of  only  9.4  tons  of  cane  to 
produce  the  same  ton  of  sugar.  It  is  easy  to  see 
the  effects  of  rain  in  both  years  since  the  ratio 
increases  when  there  is  excess  extraneous  matter 
to  deal  with  in  the  factories.  As  the  industry 
strives  toward  increased  efficiency,  it  must  learn 
how  to  duplicate  dry  weather  harvest  even  during 
wet  weather  conditions. 

Over  these  last  two  issues  of  the  Bulletin,  the 
industry  has  been  challenged  to  find  ways  to 
decrease  the  cane  sugar  ratio  to  a  more  desirable 
goal.  It  was  noted  that  outfield  variety  tests 
produced  cane/sugar  ratios  of  eight  tons  or  less 
to  produce  a  ton  of  sugar.  Figure  2  shows  the 
cane/sugar  ratio  for  not  only  the  five  year  industry 
average  but  also  for  the  cane/sugar  ratio  of  the 
maturity  test  data  from  USDA  in  Houma, 
collected  several  times  during  each  season  by  Dr. 
Ben  Legendre.  Evidenced  from  this  figure  are 
ratios  that  one  might  consider  to  be  theoretical, 
but  do  indicate  that  at  the  start  of  the  season  a 
ratio  of  slightly  less  than  10  is  possible  and  by 
the  end  of  November  a  ratio  of  less  than  7  can  be 
calculated.  It  is  doubtful  if  machinery  can  ever 
duplicate  these  numbers  gathered  from  hand  cut 
and  stripped  cane.  However,  when  one  compares 
the  cane/sugar  ratio  from  the  five  year  industry 
average  to  the  USDA  maturity  data,  there  is 
obviously  some  room  for  improvement!  For  this 
industry  to  remain  competitive  in  light  of  low 
prices,  Mexican  imports,  stuffed  molasses,  the 
threat  of  Cuban  imports,  and  other  political 
problems,  reduced  input  costs  will  be  necessary. 
A  lower  cane/sugar  ratio  is  one  way  to  achieve 
lower  input  costs  for  the  industry  as  a  whole. 


Figure  1.  Cane/sugar  ratio  by  week  during  the  1998  and  1999  harvest  seasons 
compared  to  the  average  of  the  last  five  harvest  seasons  in  Louisiana. 
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Figure  2.  Cane/sugar  ratio  by  week  as  an  average  of  the  last  five  harvest  seasons  in  the 
Louisiana  industry  and  from  hand  harvested  test  data. 
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CASE  IH  SUGAR 


Successful  cane  growing  is  all  about 
return-on-investment,  particularly 
with  capital-intensive  heavy  equipment. 
The  brand  which  delivers  the  best 
return  on  this  investment  is  the  brand 
that  delivers  lower  owning  and  operating 
costs,  a  longer  productive  life  and 
generates  higher  resale  value. 

The  brand  is  Case  IH  Austoft 
because  it  offers  a  range  of  integrated 
equipment  and  support  technologies  that 


improve  viability  today  and  sustainability 
for  tomorrow. 

A  broad  range  of  massively  powerful 
two-wheel  drive  and  four-wheel  drive 
tractors  and  the  efficient,  reliable  planting 
and  tillage  equipment  to  pull  behind  them. 
Unique  Austoft  harvesters,  packed  from 
front  to  back  with  innovative  features  that 
are  proven  in  every  aspect  of  their  role. 
Big  new  Powerhauls  and  Trailhauls  are 
integrated  to  maximize  harvest  productivity. 
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CANE  SYSTEMS 


Austoft  is  the  original,  and  still  the  best, 
when  it  comes  to  cane  harvesting  systems. 

Excellent  service,  flexible  financing, 
broad  availability  of  genuine  parts,  and 
friendly,  professional  advise  from  your 
Case  IH  Austoft  dealer,  make  Case  IH 
Austoft  cane  systems  the  best  choice  for 
your  long-term  capital  investment  of 
agricultural  equipment. 


^ 

AUSTOFT  AMERICAS 

12771  WESTLINKS  DRIVE,  UNIT  #1 
FT.  MYERS,  FLORIDA  33913     USA 
TEL:  (941)561-7844 
FAX:  (941)561-7855 

CASE  CORPORATION 

700  STATE  STREET 

RACINE,  WISCONSIN   53404     USA 

www.casecorp.com 


1,000  acres.  12-hour  days.  4  seasons. 


One  bank. 

Seasons  change.  The  weather's  unpredictable.  Through  it  all,  there's  one  constant  on  which 
farmers,  both  large  and  small,  know  they  can  rely:  the  Land  Bank. 

For  more  than  80  years,  we've  been  rolling  up  our  sleeves  and  helping  farmers  just  like  you. 
We're  locally  owned  and  operated,  and  ready  to  lend  you  a  financial  hand.  Whether  you're 
looking  to  buy  more  land,  update  equipment,  or  even  refinance  existing  debt. 

For  a  financial  partner  who  works  as  hard  for  your  money  as  you  do,  call  the  folks  at  the  Land 
Bank.  We'll  help  your  business  grow. 


LAND  BANK 


Part  of  the  fabric  of  rural  life. 


FEDERAL  LAND  BANK  ASSOCIATION.  FLCA 

1-877-648-LAND 

Call  now  for  information,  or  to  apply  for  a  loan  to  buy,  build,  improve,  or  refinance. 
You  can  also  visit  us  at  www.louisianalandbank.com. 
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FARM   NOTES 


By  Or.  Charley  Richard 


Harvest  Underway  -  Cxme/Sugar  Hat lo  -  Seed  <lane 
Reports  -  Agricultural  burning  -  Rex.  Millhollon 

Peter  Rein 


As  of  this  writing  on  October  16, 2000, 
all  eighteen  factories  are  operating. 
The  first  factory  to  begin  the  season 
was  Alma  which  started  on  September  18.  A 
third  of  the  state's  factories  began  during  that 
third  week  of  the  month,  with  most  of  the 
remainder  of  the  factories  having  started  during 
the  fourth  week  of  September.  With  three  to 
four  weeks  now  completed  for  the  state, 
industry  averages  are  slightly  lower  than 
normal  for  sugar  per  ton  of  cane  yields. 
However,  ripening  conditions  have  been 
excellent  during  the  early  season  and  the  2000 
sugar  yields  seem  to  be  catching  up  with  the 
norm.  Temperatures  have  been  below  normal 
for  much  of  the  past  30  days,  which  tests 
indicate  are  helping  with  the  ripening  process. 
Rainfall  has  been  limited  to  a  few  periods 
which  have  allowed  for  better  than  average 
harvesting  conditions. 

Polado  was  used  extensively  by  most 
growers  and  reports  to  date  indicate  that  LCP 
85-384  responded  well.  However,  some 
growers  have  reported  that  the  response  by 
other  varieties  has  not  been  as  good,  although 
this  trend  is  not  the  same  across  the  state.  As 
the  harvest  progresses,  a  more  accurate 
assessment  of  the  response  to  Polado  by  all 
varieties  will  be  obtained. 

Tonnage  reports  by  most  growers  indicate 
that  poor  looking  fields  harvested  early  have 
yielded  at  or  above  expectations.  Early 
averages  would  indicate  that  the  yield  of  tons 


of  cane  per  acre  seems  to  be  close  to  the  10- 
15%  reduction  predicted  by  many  growers 
prior  to  the  harvest.  Tonnage  yields  seem  to 
be  improving  as  growers  are  getting  into  their 
better  fields  of  cane. 

CANE/SUGAR  RATIO 

Over  the  last  few  Sugar  Bulletin  issues,  the 
subject  of  clean  cane  deliveries  has  been 
addressed  by  discussing  extraneous  matter 
through  the  cane/sugar  ratio.  To  continue  with 
this  discussion,  the  cane/sugar  ratios  of  three 
treatments  measured  in  two  experiments 
conducted  in  1998  are  compared.  It  should 
be  remembered  that  the  final  cane/sugar  ratio 
for  1998  was  10.6  tons  of  cane  required  to 
produce  one  ton  of  sugar.  During  these 
experiments,  cane  trailers  were  loaded  with 
cane  in  which  no  fan  extraction  of  trash,  full 
fan  speed  extraction  and  moderate  fan  speed 
extraction  was  conducted.  The  results 
indicated  that  11.8  tons  of  cane  needed  to  be 
ground  when  no  trash  extraction  was  practiced 
(no  primary  or  secondary  fan  extraction). 
However,  9.3  tons  of  cane  were  required  with 
normal  extraction  (fan  speed  of  approximately 
900  rpm)  and  only  9.1  tons  of  cane  were 
required  with  full  fan  speed.  These  tests  again 
indicate  the  differences  that  can  be  obtained 
when  proper  extraction  of  extraneous  matter 
is  practiced.  With  the  current  price  of  sugar, 
this  industry  cannot  afford  to  grind  any  more 
material  than  necessary.    Growers  should 


n 


Switch  to  Hibernia.  Louisiana's  bank  for  over  125  years, 


Louisiana's  Bank  For  Business 

Is  Louisiana's  Bank 

For  Leasing. 

For  years,  Hibernia  has  been  working  hard  to  meet  the  needs 

of  Louisiana  business.  We've  taken  that  commitment  further  by 

adding  equipment  leasing  to  our  long  roster  of  business  services. 

Leasing  enables  you  to: 

Leave  lines  of  credit  free  for  other  needs. 

Free  up  capital  for  investment. 

Hedge  against  inflation. 

Gain  tax  advantages. 

Finance  100%  of  the  purchase  price  of  your  equipment. 

Hibernia's  capital  and  operating  lease  programs 

are  flexible  like  our  annual  payment  lease. 

We  can  arrange  a  program  to  meet  the  special  needs 

of  your  business.  Best  of  all,  we're  offering  our  leasing  services 

through  the  business  bankers  you've  come  to  know  and  trust. 

Right  here  at  Hibernia,  right  here  in  Louisiana. 

To  learn  more  about  our  equipment  leasing  programs 

and  what  they  can  do  for  your  business, 

call  your  local  Hibernia  Banking  Office  or 

the  Commercial  Equipment  Leasing  Department  toll  free  at: 

800-562-9007,  extension  3838 


HIBERNIA 

Where  service  matters.™ 


©  1998  Hibernia  National  Bank.     Member  FDIC.    www.hiberniabank.com 
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ENVIRONMENTAL  PERSPECTIVE 


By  Jomes  F.  Coervcr,  P.E. 
O.E.C.,  Inc. 


TMDL~  Regulations  Promulgated 


This  column  recently  reported  on  the  sorry 
state  of  USEPA's  "TMDL"  program,  an 
environmentalist  initiative  intended  to 
impose  ill-conceived  and  unpopular  regulations 
that  are  anti-business  and  anti-agriculture.  The 
stated  purpose  of  the  TMDL  program  is  to  clean 
up  polluted  streams,  an  objective  everyone  can 
support,  but  unfortunately  is  targeted  to  meet 
water  quality  standards  that,  in  many  cases,  never 
existed  in  nature  and  cannot  be  achieved 
artificially  at  an  affordable  price.  The  problem 
for  agricultural  interests  is  that  EPA  and  its 
environmental  constituency  are  not  satisfied  with 
the  voluntary  programs  through  which 
significant  progress  has  been  made  in  reducing 
agricultural  contribution  to  stream  pollution 
through  Best  Management  Practices  (BMP)  and 
soil  conserving  structures.  Now  EPA  is 
demanding  authority  to  impose  any  costly 
artificial  remedy  it  chooses  and/or  forcing 
farmers  to  cease  farming  lands  in  problematic 
watersheds. 

Not  surprisingly,  there  has  been  widespread 
opposition  to  the  most  obnoxious  aspects  of  the 
TMDL  program.  Congressional  committees 
notified  EPA  that  Congress  would  not  support 
the  TMDL  program  as  proposed,  and  requested 
haulting  the  initiative  until  a  thorough  scientific 
and  economic  evaluation  of  alternatives  can  be 
completed.  When  EPA  refused  to  "back  off," 
Congress  then  attached  a  "rider"  on  emergency 
spending  legislation  ordering  EPA  to  sidetrack 
the  rulemaking  until  next  October.  However, 
EPA  defied  Congress  by  declaring  an  emergency 


and  promulgated  the  rule  two  days  before 
President  Clinton  signed  the  emergency 
appropriation  bill  on  or  about  July  1 3, 2000.  This 
new  TMDL  regulation  is  written  so  as  not  to 
become  effective  until  October  1,  2001,  an 
obvious  ploy  based  on  hopes  that  a  more 
favorable  Congress  will  be  elected  this  fall,  i.e., 
one  that  will  appropriate  funds  allowing 
implementation  of  the  TMDL  program  in  next 
year's  (FY  2002)  budget. 

Thus  the  only  good  news  is  that  EPA  has  no 
funds  for  TMDL  rule  implementation  for  at  least 
one  year.  The  TMDL  mischief  making  that  EPA 
does  between  now  and  October  2001  will  have 
to  be  funded  with  money  sneaked  from  other 
(abundant)  agency  operating  funds.  The  bad 
news  is  that  the  rule  is  on  the  books  and  who 
knows  if  the  upcoming  Federal  elections  will  put 
any  common  sense  back  into  this  Nation's 
environmental  protection  program. 


Our  fluids 
make  sugar. 


Ouachita 


Fertilizer 


New  Iberia,  LA        (337)  367-8233 
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THE  BATON  ROUGE  LINE 


By  Tom  Spradley 
Spradley  &  SpracHey 


One  of  the  most  controversial  items  you  will  be 
voting  on  next  month  is  the  Stelly  Plan  -  an  income- 
for-sales  tax  swap  which  nets  the  state  a  couple  of 
hundred  million  extra  tax  dollars  dedicated  to 
education. 

We  have  asked  Representative  Vic  Stelly,  who 
authored  the  legislation,  and  Representative  Tony 
Perkins,  who  leads  opponents  to  the  tax,  to  use  two 
guest  editorials.  Here  they  are  for  your  consideration. 

THE  "STELLY  PLAN" 

1)  What  is  it?  A  package  of  bills  passed  during 
the  2000  legislative  session.  The  "enabling"  bill  was 
HB  295,  and  the  two  constitutional  amendments  were 
HB  73  and  HB  98.  All  three  had  to  pass  both  houses 
of  the  legislature  with  a  2/3  vote  and  did.  HB  30  and 
HB  31  were  related  bills  that  passed  in  the  special 
session. 

2)  What  is  the  goal  of  the  plan?  To  essentially 
swap  sales  tax  for  income  tax  and  use  the  excess 
revenue  derived  for  educational  purposes. 

3)  How  will  it  change  the  taxes  I  pay?  Your 
state  income  taxes  will  be  changed  in  two  ways:  The 
brackets  that  determine  the  percentage  of  your  income 
you  pay  have  been  flattened  to  range  from  zero  to 
$50,000  instead  of  zero  to  $100,000  (joint  return)  with 
a  maximum  rate  of  5%  in  lieu  of  present  6%.  The 
other  change  is  that  you  will  no  longer  be  able  to 
deduct  federal  income  tax  paid,  or  the  "excess 
itemized  deductions"  allowed  on  your  federal  return. 
Our  tax  brackets  are  the  largest  in  the  South  and 
currently  we're  one  of  only  four  states  in  America  to 
allow  the  deductions  noted.  None  of  the  others  allow 
100%  deductions,  and  all  have  higher  rates  than  us. 
Only  fifteen  to  eighteen  percent  of  our  taxpayers 
actually  itemize  and  therefore  use  the  deductions.  The 
trade  off  is  that  you  will  no  longer  pay  the  current 
4cent  sales  tax  on  food  and  utilities.  A  bonus  is  that 
any  state  income  tax  paid  is  deductible  on  your  federal 
return.  Sales  tax  is  not. 

4)  Will  any  particular  group  be  hit  harder  than 
others  by  the  plan?  Obviously  those  making  the 
most  will  still  pay  the  most,  but  instead  of  having 
those  over  $100,000  (4%  of  taxpayers)  paying  40% 
of  all  Louisiana  income  tax,  the  bulk  of  the  burden 
should  spread  out  to  all  those  making  over  $50,000 
(35%  of  taxpayers).  Charts  prepared  by  the 
Department  of  Revenue  indicate  a  proportional 
increase  as  you  go  up  the  income  ladder.  Because  of 
the  trade  off  with  sales  tax  on  food  and  utilities,  those 
at  the  bottom  of  the  chart  (Adjusted  Gross  Income  of 
less  than  $25,000)  will  actually  see  a  reduction  in 


annual  tax  liability.  (This  is  49%  of  our  Louisiana 
taxpayers!)  All  public  retirement  income  (Social 
Security,  Military,  Teachers,  State  Employees,  etc.) 
Is  100%  exempt  and  all  others  receive  a  flat  $6,000 
deduction  (same  as  present). 

5)  Why  should  we  make  the  swap?  Tax  analysts 
and  economists  have  been  suggesting  this  for  years, 
but  most  recently  it  has  been  recommended  by  the 
Louisiana  State  Law  Institute  in  a  report  issued  in  May 
of  this  year.  In  it  they  point  out  that  income  tax  is  the 
only  growth  tax  we  have,  and  that  sales  tax  (especially 
on  necessities  such  as  food  and  utilities)  is  regressive. 
In  addition  sales  tax  revenue  is  destined  to  go  down 
with  the  expansion  of  Internet  sales.  These  sales  are 
predicted  to  exceed  one  Trillion  dollars  nationally  next 
year  and  sales  taxes  on  these  purchases  are  next  to 
impossible  to  collect.  We  already  have  heard 
testimony  that  in  the  year  2003  the  state  will  derive 
over  $200  million  less  than  today  in  sales  tax  revenue. 

6)  How  much  increased  revenue  will  be 
provided  by  this  plan,  and  how  will  it  be  spent? 
This  fiscal  note  prepared  by  legislative  analysts  and 
the  Department  of  Revenue  predict  a  net  of 
approximately  $200  million  in  the  first  full  year  of 
the  change  (2001-2002).  This  amount  will  have  a 
steady  increase  over  the  years.  The  money  will  be 
appropriated  by  the  legislature  as  follows: 

a)  A  minimum  of  80%  must  be  used  in  increase 
salaries  in  three  areas.  (1)  K-12  teachers  (2)  higher 
education  instructors  and  (3)  support  personnel.  The 
K-12  salary  increases  will  have  as  a  goal  the  Southern 
Regional  average  of  teacher  salaries. 

b)  Any  remaining  funds  can  be  appropriated  by 
the  legislature  for  any  educational  purpose.  Needs 
change  from  year  to  year  and  level  of  instruction,  but 
an  example  could  be  a  renewal  of  the  $200  per  year 
we  once  provided  teachers  for  "out  of  pocket" 
supplies.  Note:  Current  Minimum  Foundation  Funds 
(K-12  Education)  cannot  be  cut,  and  local  government 
cannot  pick  up  the  reduction  in  sales  tax. 

7)  When  does  the  "Stelly  Plan"  go  into  effect? 
Since  constitutional  amendments  are  involved,  it  is 
subject  to  a  vote  of  the  people.  That  vote  will  come 
on  November  7th.  There  will  be  two  amendments  on 
the  ballot,  one  for  the  income  tax  changes  and  one  for 
the  sales  tax  changes.  If  they  both  pass,  the  changes 
will  be  effective  January  1,  2001.  Note:  One  cent  of 
the  sales  tax  reduction  will  not  occur  until  July  to  cover 
the  phase  in  of  the  income  tax  hike.  This  plan  is  by 
no  means  a  complete  plan  of  Tax  reform  for  our  state. 
It  is  simply  a  good  start.  In  a  state  that  once  derived 
over  40%  of  its  revenue  from  the  oil  and  gas  industry, 
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but  has  seen  this  figure  deteriorate  to  less  than  10%, 
we  must  be  willing  to  look  at  revisions  to  our  system. 

As  one  who  has  served  for  the  past  five  years  on 
the  Appropriations  and  Joint  Budget  committees,  I 
have  seen  the  state  budget  from  inside  out.  While  I 
certainly  cannot  justify  every  item  in  the  budget,  (It 
totals  $14  billion!)  I  also  have  experienced  the 
frustration  of  trying  to  cut.  We  currently  have  six 
committees  looking  for  ways  to  economize.  I'm  on 
board  for  whatever  they  suggest.  My  education 
background  (Teacher,  Coach,  School  Board  Member, 
Education  Committee  Member)  perhaps  gives  me  an 
appreciation  for  our  educators,  and  the  burden  we 
place  on  them.  If  education  is  truly  our  number  one 
priority,  we  must  realize  that  the  teachers  are  the  most 
important  component  of  that  entity.  While  money  is 
certainly  not  the  only  motivating  factor  for  teachers, 
we  must  do  something  to  stop  the  hemorrhage  of 
certified  teachers  and  education  graduates  to 
surrounding  states. 

Adoption  of  the  Stelly  Plan  will  be  a  good  first 
step  toward  restructuring  an  obsolete,  inadequate  tax 
system.  At  the  same  time  it  will  provide  us  a  growing, 
stable  source  of  badly  needed  funding  for  Education. 

Stelly  Tax  Amendment  "Taxes"  the  Term  Reform 
By  Rep.  Tony  Perkins  (R) 

It  is  said  that  beauty  is  in  the  eye  of  the  beholder. 
It  appears  the  same  can  be  said  of  tax  reform.  The 
reform,  at  least  in  the  case  of  the  "Stelly  Tax 
Amendment,"  is  apparently  in  the  eye  of  the  taxer, 
not  the  taxee. 

Backers  of  the  Stelly  Tax  Amendment,  which  are 
dwindling  in  number  since  it  received  the  necessary 
two-thirds  votes  from  the  legislature  in  this  year's 
session,  are  trying  to  sell  the  huge  tax  as  tax  reform. 
With  a  price  tag  to  Louisiana's  families  of  over  $400 
million,  proponents  are  finding  few  buyers. 

Opponents  of  the  tax  acknowledge  that  there  is 
some  element,  albeit  small,  of  reform  in  the  Stelly 
Tax.  The  constitutional  amendments  switch  the  state's 
dependence  upon  a  stagnant  sales  tax  on  basics  like 
food  and  utilities  to  a  more  growth  oriented  tax  on 
income.  However,  that's  where  the  so-called  reform 
ends. 

Unlike  Louisiana,  several  states  in  the  last  ten  years 
have  undergone  major  tax  reform  efforts,  which  shared 
one  common  element  -  lowering  the  overall  tax 
burden.  Most  states  accomplished  their  reform  efforts 
by  broadening  the  tax  base  and  lowering  the  rates  of 
taxation,  which  lowered  the  overall  individual  tax 
burden.  Such  reform  efforts,  known  as  supply  side 
economics,  produced  economic  growth  for  the  tax 
lowering  states. 

A  recent  U.S.  Census  Bureau  report  showed  that 
while  these  other  states  were  enjoying  economic 
booms,  Louisiana's  economy  actually  back  slid. 
Louisiana's  median  household  income  actually 
declined  between  1998  and  1999  leaving  our  state  with 


one  of  the  highest  poverty  rates  in  the  nation. 

In  1980  the  state's  total  budget  was  $5.6  billion. 
The  current  budget  stands  just  shy  of  $14  million,  a 
growth  of  about  150%.  During  that  same  time  period 
growth  in  the  average  family  in  Louisiana  was  about 
100%.  Family  incomes  are  not  able  to  keep  pace 
with  the  growth  of  government. 

Proponents  of  the  Stelly  Tax  refer  to  another  recent 
U.S.  Census  Bureau  report  that  shows  Louisiana 
having  the  5th  lowest  state  tax  rate  in  the  nation.  What 
they  fail  to  point  out  is  that  the  report  does  not  include 
many  of  the  administrative  fees  that  government  in 
Louisiana  relies  heavily  upon  for  funding.  When  all 
forms  of  "taxation"  are  considered,  Louisiana  ranks 
near  the  middle  nationally  and  near  the  top  upon  the 
Southern  states.  No  matter  what  numbers  you  look 
at  it  appears  Louisiana  has  a  spending  problem,  not  a 
funding  problem. 

Just  what  will  the  "Stelly  Tax"  do?  Amendment 
#2  raises  income  taxes  by  an  estimated  $642  million. 
The  amendment  eliminates  some  key  deductions  such 
as  the  ability  to  deduct  the  amount  of  federal  taxes 
paid  on  personal  income  from  state  income  tax.  While 
the  change  doesn't  totally  eliminate  the  ability  for 
corporations  to  deduct  the  amount  of  corporate  federal 
tax  paid,  it  does  eliminate  the  constitutional 
protection.  By  a  vote  of  the  legislature  corporate  taxes 
can  be  raised  by  over  a  hundred  million  dollars  in  the 
future,  placing  Louisiana  at  a  further  disadvantage 
economically. 

Amendment  #3  eliminates  the  four-cent  sales  tax 
on  food  and  utilities,  which  totals  around  $436  million 
per  year.  The  swap  from  sales  tax  to  income  tax  gives 
the  state  a  net  gain  of  about  $206  million  in  new  taxes. 
However,  the  tax  impact  upon  Louisiana's  families 
is  nearly  double  that  amount  at  over  $400  million, 
which  means  that  families  earning  above  $30,000  a 
year  will  see  their  state  tax  bill  increase  an  average 
of  25%.  The  reason  is  because  business  pays  about 
45%  of  the  current  $436  million  in  sales  tax.  That 
equates  to  about  $196  million  that  will  be  rolled  off 
businesses  and  onto  families. 

While  those  who  recognize  that  cutting  business 
taxes  can  have  a  positive  effect  upon  the  economy 
may  think  the  $196  million  break  to  business  is 
positive  -  they  should  think  again.  Projections  are 
already  coming  in  showing  a  deficit  in  next  year's 
budget.  If  the  Stelly  Tax  Amendment  passes  or  fails 
that  deficit  remains.  The  reason?  The  growth 
generated  from  the  Stelly  Tax  is  dedicated  to 
"education"  joining  a  long  list  of  dedicated  funds, 
which  exacerbates  budget  shortfalls. 

How  will  the  deficit  in  next  year's  budget  and 
future  budgets  be  handled?  With  income  tax,  one  of 
few  growth  oriented  taxes,  off  the  table  for  future 
consideration  the  focus  will  turn  to  business  taxes, 
especially  since  they  will  have  received  a  tax  break 
of  nearly  $200  million  under  the  Stelly  Tax. 

What  kind  of  business  taxes  might  be  considered? 
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the  commercial  variety  NCo  310,  grown  in  pots.  Ten  pots  were  used  for  each  treatment.  The  stalks 
were  infested  with  three  third  instar  larvae  by  drilling  a  small  hole  into  each  stalk  and  covering  the 
hole  with  a  glass  vial  to  prevent  larval  escape.  After  18  days,  the  larvae  were  recovered;  length  and 
weight  measurements  were  recorded.  Feeding  damage  was  estimated  by  measuring  the  lengths  of 
the  tunnels.  Larvae  in  the  non-transgenic  cane  were  significantly  longer  (1.73  cm)  than  those  on 
the  transgenic  cane  (1.54  cm)  or  NCo  310  (1.48  cm).  Larval  weight  was  not  affected,  being  about 
0.05  g  in  all  treatments.  Feeding  damage  was  greatest  in  the  transgenic  cane  (4.5  sq  cm),  compared 
to  the  non-transgenic  (2.77  sq  cm)  or  NCo  310  (1.63  sq  cm). 

These  experiments  showed  no  significant  deleterious  effects  on  the  sugarcane  borer  due  to  the 
action  of  the  GNA  lectin,  whether  administered  through  artificial  diet,  cane  tops  or  potted  plants. 
Other  GNA-transgenic  crops  have  shown  insecticidal  properties  against  a  variety  of  insect  pests. 
For  example,  GNA-tobacco  was  effective  against  the  peach  potato  aphid.  GNA-potato  inhibited 
development  and  decreased  fecundity  of  the  glasshouse  potato  aphid  and  the  tomato  moth.  When 
fed  GNA-rice,  the  brown  planthopper  suffered  decreased  feeding,  development,  survival  and 
fecundity.  Finally,  GNA-  wheat  decreased  the  fecundity,  but  not  survival  of  the  grain  aphid.  Several 
factors  may  account  for  the  ineffectiveness  of  GNA-sugarcane  against  the  sugarcane  borer.  A  longer 
exposure  period  may  be  necessary  for  deleterious  effects  to  become  evident.  Our  recent  data  have 
shown  that  these  effects  may  be  manifested  after  more  than  one  generation  of  feeding  on  GNA- 
sugarcane. 


Hearne  Cane  Planters 

Patent  No.  5,469,791 

•Fully  Automatic* 

•All  Hydraulic* 

*7'x25'  Carrying  Capacity* 

*15  acres  per  day  proven* 

•Stainless  Steel  Hoppers* 

Simple  ♦  Rugged  ♦  Reliable 
••Now  Available** 

3-row  Billet  Planters 

Planting  Rates  up  to  50  acres  per  day 


Hearne  Consulting,  inc. 

2440  Powers  Avenue 

Opelousas,  LA  70570 

To  place  your  order  call 

(337)942-8180 


QfLeaal&uAMu  Wo,,  3nc. 

Corrugated  Galvanized  Metal  Culverts 

Dual  Wall  Plastic  Culverts  (Polyethylene) 

PVC  Irrigated  Pipe,  Fittings,  and  Accessories 

Building  materials,  Hardware,  and  More!!! 

Free  Delivery!!! 

Check  our  prices!!! 

(504)  526-9999 
(504)  526-9909  Fax 


UAP 

MIDS0UTH 


Thibodaux,  LA 
(504)  447-4081 

New  Roads,  LA 
(225)  638-8343 


Jeanerette,  LA 
(337)  276-5051 

Lemann's  Farm  Supply 
Donaldsonville,  LA 
(225)  473-7927 
Satellite  Plant 
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THANKS  FOR 

YOUR  HELP 


Entergy  appreciates  the  efforts  of  the 
American  Sugar  Cane  League,  and  the  farmers 
and  landowners  in  their  efforts  to  modify  sugar 
cane  burning  practices  near  Entergy  s  electrical 
power  lines  and  substations. 

The  Industry's  Best  Practices  and  Burn 
Certifications  guidelines  will  assist  Entergy  in 
providing  reliable  electrical  service  to  the  area's 
residential,  commercial  and  industrial  customers. 

Entergy  wishes  the  farmers,  landowners 
and  processing  plants  a  safe  and  successful 
2000  harvest  season. 


Entergy 


THE     POWER     OF     PEOPLE 

1-800-ENTERGY      www.entergy.com      ©2000    Entergy    Corporatioi 
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THE  DIFFERENCE 
IS  NOW 

CRYSTAL  CL$ARC^ 

CLEAN 


Cane  Harvesting [\\    Equipment 


LEMANN'S 

Farm  Supply,  Inc. 


Donaldsonville  Thibodaux 

(225)  473-7927  (504)  447-3776 


Ask  about    L 

Case  Credit  ■  CASE  CHEDIl 

financing 
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Billet  or  WholestalK  Planting 
As  Good  As  It  Gets! 


CANE 
PLANTER 
WAGONS 


'ipiil?pfe*ri*\ 


"The  Quality  Planter  Wagon  has  a  more  uniform  and  even  flow  of  cane 
than  any  of  the  other  wagons  we  have  seen  or  had  the  chance  to  use." 

Daniel  Naquin,  Thibodaux,  LA 

THERE  IS  A  DIFFERENCE!! 


Better  performance  with  less  maintenance! 


Get  greater  efficiency  with 

"QUALITY'S  PROVEN 

PERFORMANCE  &  DURABILITY9 


walUy 


Give  us  a  call! 


INDUSTRIES,  INC. 


118  West  Main  Street  •  P.O.  Box  406  •  Thibodaux,  LA  70302 
(504)  447-4021  •  (800)  447-8403  •  (504)  447-4028  -  Fax 


Tony  Collinson 

Ag  Sales 


"Other  Agricultural  Products  Available" 
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CLASSIFIEDS    -    FOR    SALE 


(2)  new  10-ton  Billet  Wagons  (Never  Used) 
with  30  inch  tires,  $21 ,000  each.  Contact  Daniel 
@  (337)  373-3942,  Keith  @  (337)  373-0547, 
Ricky  @  (337)  373-0549  or  the  shop  at  (337) 
367-1980. 

1997  Cameco  10  ton  High  Dump  Billet 
Wagon  -  $20,000;  JD  200  LC  Excavator  (1 800 

hours)  with  hydraulic  thumb,  quick  coupler, 
digging  bucket,  clean-out  bucket,  &  V-bucket  - 
$130,000;  1999  Shop  Made  3-row  3-point 
hitch  Fertilizer  Applicator  with  500  gal.  tank, 
hydraulic  pump,  &  coulter  knives  -  $2,500.  From 
family  operation.  Call  (225)  627-4862  (leave  a 
message)  or  (225)  627-9459  (evenings). 

(12)  Tandem  Chain  Net  Carts;  (4)  Tandem 
Transloader  Carts;  S-30  J  &  L  Cutter  (needs 
engine).  Make  Offer.  Call  Ray  Champagne  at 
(504)532-3810. 

(2)  7  1/2  ton  Cameco  High  Dump  Wagons  - 
$13,500  each;  JD  3020  Engine  -  $2,500;  1988 
Int'l  Truck  -  $9,500;  Auto  Planter  -  $3,500;  3- 
row  Off  Bar  or  Covering  Tool  -  $3,000; 
Tandum  Whole  Stalk  Wagons  -  $2,500  each; 
40'  Whole  Stalk  Trailer  -  Best  Offer.  Call 
Johnny  McCollum  at  (504)  446-0136. 

1972  Thompson  Cane  Cutter  with  large  JD 
engine  and  front  wheel  assist  -  $5,000;  1990 
Case/lnt'l  5120  Maxum,  3490  hrs.  -  $17,000. 
Call  Randy  Gonsoulin  at  (337)  365-0014. 

JD  4455  MFWD,  4,842  hours;  JD  7400  Hi-Crop 
MFWD  w/low  profile  tank  &  rack,  4,900  hours; 
Int'l  1086  Hi-Crop  w/tank  &  rack;  1993  Cameco 
CHT  2500  Chopper  Harvester.  Call  (225)  937- 
0846  (day)  or  (225)  627-9577  (evenings),  ask 
for  David  Jarreau. 

1985  2-row  Broussard  Cutter,  cab  &  air  - 

$60,000.  WILL  TRADE  FOR  SINGLE-ROW 
CUTTER.  Call  (318)  346-7385. 

1996  2-row  LaCane  Tiger  Loader,  2,000  hrs., 
excellent  condition  -  $58,000;  20  -  New  1 6.9x28 
R1 W  tires;  20  -  New  1 6.9x30  R1 W  tires  -  $495 
each.  Call  (337)  879-7932  (W)  leave  message. 

1983  Single-row  Broussard  Harvester, 

double  ends  &  scroll,  CAT  3208  engine,  New 
18-4-  38  tires,  with  pulling  wheel,  shredder 
topper  -  $13,000;  JD  4840  with  new  trans  & 
engine  overhauled  in  '97  -  $12,000;  856  Hi- 
Clearance  Int'l  -  $2,500;  3-row  Bottom  Type 
Plow  Int'l,  heavy  duty  and  gauge  wheels  - 


$3,000;  4-row  JD  style  with  gauge  wheels  and 
cyclers  -  $3,000;  JD  4240,  Hi-clearance  1981 ; 
1  front  mount  spray  rig  with  200-gal.  tank  - 
$100;  JD  Disk  Plow,  heavy  duty,  17'  -  $1,000; 
Rolling  Cultivator,  Lilliston,  4-row  -  $200; 
Rolling  Cultivator,  Lilliston,  3-row  -  $75;  Int'l 
3-row  Chopper  -  $700;  3  one-row  shavers  - 
best  offer;  200  gal.  3-  row  Sprayer  w/cylinders 
-  $400.  Call  Damiam  Pierre  at  (337)  229-6932. 

Broussard  Cane  Loader  with  chain  pilar  and 
backhoe;  3  Tandum  Cane  Wagons  with  60  ton 
Army  Hitches,  extra  wheels  and  hubs;  18- 
Wheeler  quick  hitch  on  rear  end  with  tongue 
used  to  pull  trailers.  Call  Russell  Judice  at  (337) 
394-4727. 

Family  Farm  equipment:  1997  2-row 
Broussard  Harvester,  cab/air,  extended  front 
end,  extended  piling  gate,  JD  power.  1993  2- 
row  Broussard  Harvester,  cab/air,  extended 
front  end,  extended  piling  gate,  JD  power.  Both 
ready  and  repaired.  6  sets  Direct  Haul  Chain 
Net  Wagons,  1 3.6  x  24  grader  tires.  Call  (337) 
365-5036  night  or  day  or  (337)  373-7791  and 
ask  for  Thomas. 

1992  Cameco  S-30  Single-row  Harvester,  cab 

&  air  with  extended  gate  and  front  end  to 
accommodate  4-rows  in  one,  gathering  arms 
have  been  extended.  Front  wheel  pull. 
Excellent  Condition  -  $42,000.  Call  (337)  276- 
4547  office,  (337)  276-4778  home,  or  (337)  276- 
7070  shop. 

JD  Model  4955  -  $25,000;  Case  IH  Model  659 
ITH  power  unit,  180  hrs.  -  $8,500;  Ingersol 
Dresser  Model  14  well  head  -  $11,000; 
Thomson  3-row  Cultivator  w/off  bars  -  $2,250; 
Shop  Made  Land  Leveler  -  $800;  Shop  Made 
Spray  Rig  Boomer  -  $450;  Huval  Ditcher  - 
$500;  21  ft.  Amco  Disc  -  $2,750;  Rhino  Grader 
Blade  Model  1400  -  $750.  Call  Gary  Lavergne 
@  (337)  945-7988  mobile  or  (337)  942-5370 
home. 

Louviere  Automatic  Planters,  front  drum,  with 
running  gear  -  $16,000  each;  La  Cane 
Covering  Tool  w/new  Thimet  boxes  -  $5,000; 
(4)  Planters  Aids,  8ft.  wide  -  $3,000  each.  Call 
Gary  Lavergne  @  (337)  945-7988  mobile  or 
(337)  942-5370  home. 

WANTED  -  Single  row,  self  propelled 
Broussard  Loader.  Either  2  or  4  wheel  drive. 
Call  Gary  Lavergne  @  (337)  945-7988  mobile 
or  (337)  942-5370  home. 
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COMMERCIAL  MEMBERS  OF  THE 

AMERICAN  SUGAR  CANE  LEAGUE  OF  THE  U.S.A.,  INC. 


The  Bank  of  Commerce 

P.  O.  Box  517,  White  Castle,  LA  70788 

BASF  (formerly  American  Cyanamid) 

P.  O.  Box  10955,  New  Iberia,  LA  70562 

Bayer  Corporation 

300  Legacy  Dr.,  Pineville,  LA  71360 

Broussard,  Bush  &  Hurst,  Inc. 

11764  Haymarket  Dr.,  Baton  Rouge,  LA  70816 

Broussard  Cane  Equipment,  LLC 

P.  O.  Box  2869,  Parks,  LA  70582 

CAMECO  Industries,  Inc. 

P.  O.  Box  968,  Thibodaux,  LA  70302 

Cane  Equipment  Cooperative,  Inc. 

25265  Hwy.  1  South,  Plaquemine,  LA  70764 

Case  IH 

441  E.  Magnolia  St.,  Eunice,  LA  70535 

Coastal  Sugar  Producers  Co-op  Association 

P.  O.  Box  1509,  Winnie,  TX  77665 

CoBank 

Jackson  Region,  407  Briarwood  Dr.,  Suite  205-C 
Jackson,  MS  39206 

Cost  Management  Services,  Inc. 

A  Member  Company  of  Huval  Insurance  Group 
P.  O.  Box  80978,  Lafayette,  LA  70598-0978 

The  Cottonport  Bank 

P.  O.  Box  367,  Cottonport,  LA  71327 

Dravo  Lime  Company 

Pelican  State  Division 

12797  Scenic  Highway,  Baton  Rouge,  LA  70807 

Duplantier,  Hrapmann,  Hogan  &  Maher 

Certified  Public  Accountants 

1340  Poydras  St.,  Suite  2000,  New  Orleans,  LA  70112 

Dupont  Ag  Products 

458  McCown  Rd.,  Welsh,  LA  70591 

Estes  Refractory 

P.  O.  Box  94,  Jeanerette,  LA  70544 

First  South  PCA 

P.  O.  Box  667,  Thiboduax,  LA  70302 
P.  O.  Box  10908,  New  Iberia,  LA  70562 

Gulf  Engineers  &  Consultants,  Inc. 

9357  Interline  Ave.,  Baton  Rouge,  LA  70809 

Hibernia  National  Bank 

P.  O.  Box  3597,  Baton  Rouge,  LA  70821 
P.  O.  Box  819,  Thibodaux,  LA  70302 


Louisiana  Commerce  &  Trade  Assn. 

(Specializing  in  Workman's  Comp  and  other  Commercial  Insurance) 
1010  Florida  Blvd.,  Baton  Rouge,  LA  70802 

Louisiana  Federal  Land  Bank  Association 

P.  O.  Box  432,  Opelousas,  LA  70571 
P.  O.  Box  1208,  Port  Allen,  LA  70767 

Material  Resources,  Inc. 

P.  O.  Box  1183,  Port  Allen,  LA  70767 

Monsanto 

204  Cresthill,  Youngsville,  LA  70592 

M  &  L  Industries 

1210  St.  Charles  St.,  Houma,  LA  70360 
3811  Hwy.  90  East,  Broussard,  LA  70518 
5810  Airline  Hwy,  Baton  Rouge,  LA  70805 

M.J.  Naquin,  Inc. 

205  Arms  St.,  Thibodaux,  LA  70301 

Nadler,  Inc. 

P.  O.  Box  359,  Plaquemine,  LA  70765 

Ouachita  Fertilizer 

3714  Old  Spanish  Trail  E.,  New  Iberia,  LA  70560 

Plaquemine  Bank  &  Trust 

P.  O.  Box  626,  Plaquemine,  LA  70765-0626 

Quality  Industries 

118  W.  Main,  P.  O.  Box  406,  Thibodaux,  LA  70302 

Regions  Bank 

P.  O.  Box  11240,  New  Iberia,  LA  70562-1240 
P.  O.  Box  587,  Franklin,  LA  70538 

Rohm  &  Haas 

503  S.  Michot  Dr.,  Lafayette,  LA  70508 

Southern  Agribusiness  Associates 

120  Southpointe  Dr.,  Suite  B,  Jackson,  MS  39212 

Spectra-Physics  Laserplane 

703  Fragala,  Rayville,  LA  71269 

Standard  Supply  &  Hardware  Co.,  Inc. 

P.  O.  Box  60620,  New  Orleans,  LA  70160 

3-D  Chemical,  Inc. 

P.  O.  Box  607,  St.  Martinville,  LA  70582 

Viking  Trailers 

803  W.  Seale  St.,  Nacagdoches,  TX  75964 

Washington  State  Bank 

P.  O.  Box  128,  Washington,  LA  70589 

Westway  Trading  Corp. 

365  Canal  St.,  Suite  2200,  New  Orleans,  LA  70130 

Whitney  National  Bank 

228  St.  Charles  Ave.,  New  Orleans,  LA  70130 

Zeneca  Ag  Products 

125  Kirk  wood  Lane,  Youngsville,  LA  70592 


The  Sugar  Bulletin 
206  E.  Bayou  Road 
Thibodaux,  LA  70301 

(Address  Correction  Requested) 


NONPROFIT 
ORGANIZATION 

BULK  RATE 
U.S.  POSTAGE 

PAID 

Thibodaux,  LA 
PERMIT  NO.  43 


pt 

Louisiana  State  Univ 

03-0001 


Volume  79,  No.  2 


November  2000 


SUGAR  BULLETIN 


Official  Bulletin  of  the  American  Sugar  Cane  League  of  the  U.S.A. 


IN  THIS  ISSUE 


Up  Front  With  The  League 3 

by  Charlie  Melancon 

Washington  Update 5 

by  Don  Wallace 

Farm  Notes 11 

by  Dr.  Charley  Richard 

The  Baton  Rouge  Line 14 

by  Tom  Spradley,  with  Spradley  &  Spradley 

Classifieds 16 


The  Sugar  Bulletin  is  published  monthly  by  the  American  Sugar  Cane  League  of  the  U.S.A.,  Inc.  a  nonprofit 

organization.  Subscriptions  are  domestic  $15  a  year  and  foreign  $50.00  a  year. 

POSTMASTER:  Send  address  changes  to  The  Sugar  Bulletin,  206  E.  Bayou  Road,  Thibodaux,  LA  70301 

The  views  and  opinions  expressed  by  columnists  in  this  publication  are  those  of  the  author  and  not  necessarily  those  of 

the  American  Sugar  Cane  League.  Views  and  opinions  expressed  in  advertisements  in  this  publication  are  those  of  the 

advertiser  and  not  necessarily  those  of  the  American  Sugar  Cane  League. 


The  Sugar  Bulletin 


The  Official  Organ  of  the  American  Sugarcane  League  of  the  U.S.A.  Inc. 

Charles  J.  Melancon/Editor,  President  and  General  Manager 

Charles  A.  Richard,  Ph.D./Vice  President  and  Director  of  Research 

Windell  R.  Jackson/Senior  Agronomist 

Herman  Waguespack,  Jr./Agronomist 

John  Constant/Business  Manager 

Nannette  B.  Nickens/Secretary 

Paul  G.  Borron  Ill/Legal  Counsel 


Washington  Representative 
Don  Wallace  Associates,  Inc. 
499  South  Capitol  Street,  S.W. 
Suite  600 

Washington,  D.C.  20003 
Phone:(202)554-1222 


Editorial  and  Executive  Office 
206  East  Bayou  Road 
Thibodaux,  LA  70301 
Phone:  (504)  448-3707 
FAX:    (504)448-3722 
e-mail:  constant@amscl.org 


Washington  Consultant 
The  Macon  Edwards  Co. 
600  Pennsylvania  Ave.,  Suite  320 
Washington,  D.C.  20003 
Phone:(202)969-8110 


Baton  Rouge  Representative 
Spradley  and  Spradley 
10634  North  Oak  Hills  Parkway,  Suite  B 
Baton  Rouge,  LA  70810 
Phone:(225)766-1359 


Officers  and  Members  of  the  Board  of  Directors  of  the  American  Sugar  Cane  League 


Warren  Harang  III,  Donaldsonville,  LA 

Chairman  of  the  Board 
Jackie  Theriot,  St.  Martinville,  LA 

Vice  Chairman 
Charles  J.  Melancon,  Thibodaux,  LA 

President  and  General  Manager 
Charles  A.  Richard,  Ph.D.,  Thibodaux,  LA 

Vice  President  and  Director  of  Reasearch 


Don  Wallace,  Washington,  D.C. 

Vice  President  of  Government  Relations 
Irving  Legendre,  Jr.,  Thibodaux,  LA 

Secretary 
Craig  Caillier,  Franklin,  LA 

Treasurer 


Henry  Adolph,  Napoleonville,  LA 

David  Allain,  Jeanerette,  LA 

Branan  B.  "Bert"  Beyt,  Jeanerette,  LA 

Ronald  Blanchard,  Napoleonville,  LA 

Grady  Bubenzer,  Bunkie,  LA 

Michael  Daigle,  Belle  Rose,  LA 

Daniels  "Dan"  Duplantis,  Raceland,  LA 

John  F.  Gay,  Plaquemine,  LA 

Ronald  Gonsoulin,  New  Iberia,  LA 

Dean  Gravois,  Vacherie,  LA 

George  "Scrap"  Hymel,  Gramercy,  LA 

Jackie  Judice,  New  Iberia,  LA 

Robert  "Bobby"  Judice,  Franklin,  LA 

Buckley  Kessler,  White  Castle,  LA 

Wilson  LeBlanc,  Jeanerette,  LA 

A.  J.  "Brother"  LeBourgeois,  Baldwin,  LA 

Lawrence  "Boo"  Levert  III,  St.  Martinville,  LA 

Chris  Mattingly,  Paincourtville,  LA 

Jerome  "Jerry"  McKee,  Thibodaux,  LA 

Daniel  Naquin,  Thibodaux,  LA 


Carl  Newton,  Batchelor,  LA 
Anthony  Parris,  New  Iberia,  LA 
Rivers  Patout,  Jeanerette,  LA 
Kenneth  Peltier,  Thibodaux,  LA 
Matthew  "Butch"  Plauche,  Brusly,  LA 
Glynn  Rivet,  Rosedale,  LA 
R.  L.  "Bobby"  Roane,  Jeanerette,  LA 
Howard  Robichaux,  Labadieville,  LA 
Raphael  Rodriguez,  Franklin,  LA 
Mel  Schudmak,  White  Castle,  LA 
Frank  Sotile,  Donaldsonville,  LA 
David  Stewart,  Lakeland,  LA 
Donald  Segura,  New  Iberia,  LA 
Charles  Thibaut,  Donaldsonville,  LA 
Tommy  Thibodeaux,  New  Iberia,  LA 
Carlton  Townsend,  Bunkie,  LA 
William  Vallot,  Abbeville,  LA 
Daniel  P.  Viator,  Youngsville,  LA 
Leonard  Waguespack,  II,  St.  James,  LA 
Kirk  Walker,  Welsh,  LA 


INTRODUCING!!! 


:^r^'l'"'''^''~"y>\/v'   ' 


SIDE  DUMP  SUGAR  CANE  TRAILER 

•  Strong,  lightweight  construction  (20,400  lbs) 

•  48  ft.  x  102  in.  (Two  23  ft.  baskets) 

•  Steel  disc  wheels  with  24.5  radial  tires 

•  3056  cu.  ft.  total  capacity  in  baskets 

•  Dumping  mechanism  eliminates  possible  flip-over 

•  Options  available:  ladders,  trap  doors,  2  speed  legs 


Distributed  by: 

Blackmon  Trailer  Sales 

Mansfield,  LA  /  Poplarville,  MS 

1-800-542-9940 

803  W.  Seale  Street    Nacogdoches,  TX  75964 
1-800-562-0730 


or  Wholestallc  Planting 
As  Good  As  It  Gets! 


CANE 
PLANTER 
WAGONS 


"The  Quality  Planter  Wagon  has  a  more  uniform  and  even  flow  of  cane 
than  any  of  the  other  wagons  we  have  seen  or  had  the  chance  to  use" 

Daniel  Naquin,  Thibodaux,  LA 

THERE  IS  A  DIFFERENCE!! 


Better  performance  with  less  maintenance! 


Get  greater  efficiency  with 

"QUALITY'S  PROVEN 

PERFORMANCE  &  DURABILITY" 


Give  us  a  call! 


INDUSTRIES,  INC. 


118  West  Main  Street  •  P.O.  Box  406  •Thibodaux,  LA  70302 
(504)  447-4021  •  (800)  447-8403  •  (504)  447-4028  -  Fax 


Tony  Collinson 

Ag  Sales 


"Other  Agricultural  Products  Available" 


UP  FRONT  WITH  THE   LEAGUE 


By  Chorlie  Meloncon 


This  month  is  one  of  those  months  that 
I'm  hard  pressed  to  find  a  subject(s) 
worthy  of  expounding  upon.  It  isn't 
that  there  are  not  things  moving  (literal 
sense),  but  rather  the  activity  is  more  akin  to 
watching  dough  rise,  or  better  yet,  cane  grow. 
There  have  been  discussions  and  meetings 
within  the  domestic  industry  involving  such 
subjects  as  PIK's  (Payment  in  Kind),  Mexico 
and  the  dispute,  Minimum  Payments  to 
Growers,  Recourse/Non-recourse  loans, 
Burning  and  air  quality,  Harvest  Permits, 
speeding  trucks,  and  the  now  infamous, 
Stuffed  Molasses.  Some  of  what  I've 
mentioned  is  covered  in  Charley  Richard's 
article  or  Don  Wallace's  article.  Those, 
coupled  with  Jim  Coerver  and  Tom  Spradley, 
don't  leave  me  much  room  to  move,  so  to 
speak. 

BURNING 

I  would  like  to  commend  the  growers  on 
their  dutiful  attention  to  the  BMP's  on 
Burning.  Even  though  we  have  received 
some  complaints,  the  numbers  have  been 
light  and  to  date  (knock  on  wood)  they 
haven't  been  about  people  being  smoked  out 
of  their  houses,  or  worse.  I  hope  that  all  of 
you  (growers,  your  family  and  employees) 
will  continue  to  be  diligent  in  your  efforts  to 
follow  the  rules  and  regulations  as  you  were 
taught,  and  use  common  sense  when  burning 
throughout  the  harvest  season.  We  are 
receiving  some  blame  that  is  not  legitimately 
warranted  or  justified,  but  that  is  to  be 
expected.  Do  your  best  to  be  a  good 
neighbor,  and  justifiably  so,  the  entire 
industry  will  be  the  better  for  it. 


TRUCKING 

Just  when  I  begin  thinking  that  the 
majority  of  the  industry  and  the  contract 
haulers  have  come  to  realize  the  importance 
of  not  hauling  over  the  permitted  limit  .  .  . 
then,  "BAM,"  I  begin  getting  complaints 
about  a  new  problem.  It  isn't  that  it  is 
necessarily  new,  but  with  the  weights  being 
hauled  during  the  season,  it  has  become  a 
concern  for  neighbors,  friends,  public 
officials  and  others  throughout  the  cane  belt. 
What  is  the  problem  of  which  I  speak? 

SPEEDING  EIGHTEEN  WHEELERS 
LOADED  WITH  CANE! 

We're  all  seeing  them.  Just  in  Troop  C  alone, 
in  the  first  three  weeks  of  grinding,  six  hauls 
have  turned  over,  spilled,  etc.  I  don't  know 
if  this  is  an  industry  wide  problem,  but  I  am 
getting  complaints  in  the  Lafourche- 
Assumption  area.  I  ask  all  of  you  to  speak 
with  your  contract  haulers  and  your  own 
drivers  (if  that  applies)  about  their  speed.  It's 
a  serious  safety  issue  that  we  should  pay 
much  attention  to,  as  the  people  riding  in 
those  cars  meeting  those  trucks  head-on,  on 
our  rural  highways,  are  all  of  "our" 
neighbors,  friends,  and  family  members. 
Please,  let's  not  forget  that  as  we  move  our 
product  to  the  mills.  It  may  take  a  little  longer 
to  get  the  cane  to  the  mill  by  obeying  the 
speed  limit  but,  that's  one  of  the  reasons  why 
you're  allowed  heavier  loads. 


LETS  ASK  OUR  DRIVERS  TO  OBEY 
ALL  OF  THE  LAWS! 


BROUSSARD 

CANE  EQUIPMENT 


Cane 

Contractors 

Inc. 


Chopper  Type 
Cane  Harvesters 

High  Dump  Wagons 


Wholestalk 
Cane  Harvesters 

Cane  Loaders 


Contract  Harvesting 

with  Chopper 

Harvesters 


Sales  ♦  Service  ♦  Parts 


Broussard  Cane  Equipment,  LLC 


P.O.  Box  2869  •  Parks,  LA  70582  •  Phone  (337)  845-5080 


Hearne  Cane  Planters 

Patent  No.  5,469,791 

•Fully  Automatic* 

•All  Hydraulic* 

*7'x25'  Carrying  Capacity* 

•15  acres  per  day  proven* 

•Stainless  Steel  Hoppers* 

Simple  ♦  Rugged  ♦  Reliable 
**Now  Available** 

3-row  Billet  Planters 

Planting  Rates  up  to  50  acres  per  day 

Hearne  Consulting,  inc. 

2440  Powers  Avenue 

Opelousas,  LA  70570 

To  place  your  order  call 

(337)942-8180 


zfleaal&wfofalu  Wo.,  3nc. 

Corrugated  Galvanized  Metal  Culverts 

Dual  Wall  Plastic  Culverts  (Polyethylene) 

PVC  Irrigated  Pipe,  Fittings,  and  Accessories 

Building  materials,  Hardware,  and  More!!! 

Free  Delivery!!! 

Check  our  prices!!! 

(504)  526-9999 
(504)  526-9909  Fax 


UAP 

MIDS0UTH 


Thibodaux,  LA 
(504)  447-4081 

New  Roads,  LA 
(225)  638-8343 


Jeanerette,  LA 
(337)  276-5051 

Lemann's  Farm  Supply 
Donaldsonville,  LA 
(225)  473-7927 
Satellite  Plant 


WASHINGTON  UPDATE 


By  Don  Wallace 


Conferees  Complete  Agriculture 
Spending  Bill 


House  and  Senate  conferees  have 
finished  work  on  the  FY  2001 
agriculture  appropriations  bill,  and 
await  final  passage  of  the  bill  in  both  chambers. 
The  conference  report  includes  a  provision  that 
guarantees  non-recourse  loans  for  raw  and  beet 
sugar  processors,  regardless  of  the  size  of  the 
tariff-rate  quota  for  raw  sugar  (TRQ). 

Both  the  House  and  Senate  had  passed  initial 
versions  of  the  spending  bill  earlier  this 
summer,  but  controversies  regarding  sanctions 
for  Cuba  delayed  any  real  progress  by  the 
conference  for  more  than  two  months.  By  late 
September,  partisan  debates  over  prescription 
drugs  had  spilled  into  the  agriculture 
discussions,  further  dividing  the  members.  Yet, 
with  scheduled  adjournment  only  two  weeks 
away,  and  virtually  none  of  the  thirteen  annual 
appropriations  bills  yet  signed  into  law, 
conferees  met  in  early  October  and  managed 
within  a  single  day  to  produce  a  conference 
report. 

Before  resolving  Cuba  sanctions  and 
prescription  drugs,  though,  the  conferees  first 
had  to  resolve  a  thorny  disagreement  over  sugar 
policy.  House  Appropriations  Committee 
Chairman  Bill  Young  (R-FL)  challenged  the 
provision  guaranteeing  non-recourse  loans  for 
sugar  processors,  and  offered  an  amendment 
to  strike  it  from  the  conference  report.  Since 
Chairman  Young's  amendment  sought  to 
change  a  provision  that  was  already  a  part  of 
the  bill,  it  required  approval  by  both  House  and 
Senate  conferees  to  succeed.    The  House 


conferees  considered  Chairman  Young's 
amendment  first.  After  a  rousing  debate,  they 
agreed  to  his  amendment  by  a  close,  8-7,  vote. 
Yet,  Senate  conferees  rejected  the  amendment 
by  a  4-7  vote.  As  a  result,  the  Young 
amendment  failed,  and  the  provision 
guaranteeing  non-recourse  loans  was  retained. 
As  The  Sugar  Bulletin  goes  to  press,  it  is 
uncertain  when  Congress  will  wrap  up  work 
on  its  appropriations  bills.  Yet,  with  elections 
in  early  November,  and  with  strong  sentiments 
among  lawmakers  against  the  possibility  of  a 
"lame  duck"  session,  it  is  likely  that  work  will 
be  completed  in  time  for  a  full  account  in  next 
month's  report. 

Breaux  Introduces  Stuffed  Molasses  Bill 

Senator  John  Breaux  (D-LA),  along  with 
Senator  Larry  Craig  (R-ID)  and  21  co- 
sponsors,  has  introduced  a  bill  to  close  the 
import  loophole  that  allows  the  importation 
outside  the  TRQ  of  the  sugar  syrup  known  as 
"stuffed  molasses." 

An  update  on  the  progress  of  this  effort  will 
be  included  in  next  month's  report,  as  well. 

US  &  Mexico  Continue  Discussions  in  Side 
Letter  Dispute 

Negotiators  from  both  the  United  States  and 
Mexico  have  met  within  the  past  few  weeks  to 
discuss  the  dispute  over  trade  in  sugar, 
according  to  statements  from  both 
governments,  despite  the  Mexican  request  for 
a  dispute  panel.  Though  the  request  for  a  panel 


was  filed  in  August,  pursuant  to  the  provisions 
of  the  North  American  Free  Trade  Agreement 
(NAFTA),  no  steps  have  been  taken  since  then 
to  push  the  dispute  panel  process  forward. 
Little  progress  towards  a  negotiated  resolution 
appears  to  have  been  made  in  the  talks  between 
the  two  countries. 

October  WASDE  Lowers  Forecasts  for 
Production 

The  U.S.  Department  of  Agriculture  has 
released  the  October  report  of  the  World 
Agricultural  Supply  and  Demand  Estimates, 
reducing  its  projections  for  domestic 
production  by  457,000  short  tons,  raw  value, 
to  a  total  of  8.446  million  tons.  Imports  under 
the  TRQ  are  expected  to  be  1 .275  million  tons, 
including  116,611  tons  of  access  for  Mexico, 
pursuant  to  the  terms  of  the  NAFTA  side  letter. 
The  stocks-to-use  ratio  is  calculated  to  be 
15.3%. 

Beet  production  estimates  are  down  by 
320,000  tons,  because  of  a  decrease  in 


harvested  area  primarily  due  to  the  Payment- 
In-Kind  (PIK)  Diversion  Program.  Cane 
production  estimates  are  down  137,000  tons, 
due  to  lower  forecasted  yields  in  Florida. 
Output  in  Louisiana  should  reach  1 .650  million 
tons. 

The  Commodity  Credit  Corporation 
expects  to  own  810,000  -  840,000  tons  of 
sugar,  amassed  through  purchased  and 
forfeited  sugar,  less  a  PIK  payout  of  260,000 
-  290,000  tons. 


Our  fluids 
make  sugar. 


Ouachita 


Fertilizer 


New  Iberia,  LA        (337)  367-8233 


Your  Numbers  Are  Important  To  Us 

Sugarcane  farmers  manage  large  amounts  of  money  -  some  years  with  minimal 
return  on  investment.  Our  staff  at  PCA  is  knowledgeable,  qualified  and  experienced 

in  dealing  with  your  numbers.  We  see  them  everyday.  We  hope  that  our  financial 
assistance  results  in  maximum  returns  -  and  that's  a  number  that's  important  to  YOU! 


First  South  PCA 

Agricultural  Lender 

Give  us  a  call! 
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ill 

Lester  Simon 

New  Iberia 
(337)364-0217 


Harvey  Gonsoulin 

Thibodaux 
(504)  446-9450 


THE  DIFFERENCE 
IS  NOW 

CRYSTAL  CLl 


CLEAN 


Cane  Harvesting r\\    Equipment 


LEMANN'S 

Farm  Supply,  Inc. 


Denaldsenville  Thibodaux 

(225)  473-7927  (504)  447-3776 


Ask  about 

Case  Credit  ■4HmHi    CASE  CREDIT 

financing 
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CASE  IH  SUGAR 


Successful  cane  growing  is  all  about 
return-on-investment,  particularly 
with  capital-intensive  heavy  equipment. 
The  brand  which  delivers  the  best 
return  on  this  investment  is  the  brand 
that  delivers  lower  owning  and  operating 
costs,  a  longer  productive  life  and 
generates  higher  resale  value. 

The  brand  is  Case  IH  Austoft 
because  it  offers  a  range  of  integrated 
equipment  and  support  technologies  that 


improve  viability  today  and  sustainability 
for  tomorrow. 

A  broad  range  of  massively  powerful 
two-wheel  drive  and  four-wheel  drive 
tractors  and  the  efficient,  reliable  planting 
and  tillage  equipment  to  pull  behind  them. 
Unique  Austoft  harvesters,  packed  from 
front  to  back  with  innovative  features  that 
are  proven  in  every  aspect  of  their  role. 
Big  new  Powerhauls  and  Trailhauls  are 
integrated  to  maximize  harvest  productivity. 
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CANE  SYSTEMS 


Austoft  is  the  original,  and  still  the  best, 
when  it  comes  to  cane  harvesting  systems. 

Excellent  service,  flexible  financing, 
broad  availability  of  genuine  parts,  and 
friendly,  professional  advise  from  your 
Case  IH  Austoft  dealer,  make  Case  IH 
Austoft  cane  systems  the  best  choice  for 
your  long-term  capital  investment  of 
agricultural  equipment. 


^ 

AUSTOFT  AMERICAS 

12771  WESTLINKS  DRIVE,  UNIT  #1 
FT.  MYERS,  FLORIDA  33913     USA 
TEL:  (941)  561-7844 
FAX:  (941)  561-7855 

CASE  CORPORATION 

700  STATE  STREET 

RACINE,  WISCONSIN   53404     USA 

www.casecorp.com 


1,000  acres.  12-hour  days.  4  seasons. 


HIllIM 


One  bank. 

Seasons  change.  The  weather's  unpredictable.  Through  it  all,  there's  one  constant  on  which 
farmers,  both  large  and  small,  know  they  can  rely:  the  Land  Bank. 

For  more  than  80  years,  we've  been  rolling  up  our  sleeves  and  helping  farmers  just  like  you. 
We're  locally  owned  and  operated,  and  ready  to  lend  you  a  financial  hand.  Whether  you're 
looking  to  buy  more  land,  update  equipment,  or  even  refinance  existing  debt. 

For  a  financial  partner  who  works  as  hard  for  your  money  as  you  do,  call  the  folks  at  the  Land 
Bank.  We'll  help  your  business  grow. 


LATMDBANK 


Part  of  the  fabric  of  rural  life. 


FEDERAL  LAND  BANK  ASSOCIATION,  FLCA 

1-877-648-LAND 

Call  now  for  information,  or  to  apply  for  a  loan  to  buy,  build,  improve,  or  refinance.  f£fr 

You  can  also  visit  us  at  www.louisianalandbank.com.  "*'"" 
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FARM    NOTES 


By  Dr.  Charily  Richard 


Harvest  Underway  -  (Lane/Sugar  Ratio  -  Seed  Cxme 
Reports  -  Agricultural  teaming  -  Rex.  Millhollon 

f>eter  Rein 


As  of  this  writing  on  October  16, 2000, 
all  eighteen  factories  are  operating. 
The  first  factory  to  begin  the  season 
was  Alma  which  started  on  September  18.  A 
third  of  the  state's  factories  began  during  that 
third  week  of  the  month,  with  most  of  the 
remainder  of  the  factories  having  started  during 
the  fourth  week  of  September.  With  three  to 
four  weeks  now  completed  for  the  state, 
industry  averages  are  slightly  lower  than 
normal  for  sugar  per  ton  of  cane  yields. 
However,  ripening  conditions  have  been 
excellent  during  the  early  season  and  the  2000 
sugar  yields  seem  to  be  catching  up  with  the 
norm.  Temperatures  have  been  below  normal 
for  much  of  the  past  30  days,  which  tests 
indicate  are  helping  with  the  ripening  process. 
Rainfall  has  been  limited  to  a  few  periods 
which  have  allowed  for  better  than  average 
harvesting  conditions. 

Polado  was  used  extensively  by  most 
growers  and  reports  to  date  indicate  that  LCP 
85-384  responded  well.  However,  some 
growers  have  reported  that  the  response  by 
other  varieties  has  not  been  as  good,  although 
this  trend  is  not  the  same  across  the  state.  As 
the  harvest  progresses,  a  more  accurate 
assessment  of  the  response  to  Polado  by  all 
varieties  will  be  obtained. 

Tonnage  reports  by  most  growers  indicate 
that  poor  looking  fields  harvested  early  have 
yielded  at  or  above  expectations.  Early 
averages  would  indicate  that  the  yield  of  tons 


of  cane  per  acre  seems  to  be  close  to  the  10- 
15%  reduction  predicted  by  many  growers 
prior  to  the  harvest.  Tonnage  yields  seem  to 
be  improving  as  growers  are  getting  into  their 
better  fields  of  cane. 

CANE/SUGAR  RATIO 

Over  the  last  few  Sugar  Bulletin  issues,  the 
subject  of  clean  cane  deliveries  has  been 
addressed  by  discussing  extraneous  matter 
through  the  cane/sugar  ratio.  To  continue  with 
this  discussion,  the  cane/sugar  ratios  of  three 
treatments  measured  in  two  experiments 
conducted  in  1998  are  compared.  It  should 
be  remembered  that  the  final  cane/sugar  ratio 
for  1998  was  10.6  tons  of  cane  required  to 
produce  one  ton  of  sugar.  During  these 
experiments,  cane  trailers  were  loaded  with 
cane  in  which  no  fan  extraction  of  trash,  full 
fan  speed  extraction  and  moderate  fan  speed 
extraction  was  conducted.  The  results 
indicated  that  11.8  tons  of  cane  needed  to  be 
ground  when  no  trash  extraction  was  practiced 
(no  primary  or  secondary  fan  extraction). 
However,  9.3  tons  of  cane  were  required  with 
normal  extraction  (fan  speed  of  approximately 
900  rpm)  and  only  9.1  tons  of  cane  were 
required  with  full  fan  speed.  These  tests  again 
indicate  the  differences  that  can  be  obtained 
when  proper  extraction  of  extraneous  matter 
is  practiced.  With  the  current  price  of  sugar, 
this  industry  cannot  afford  to  grind  any  more 
material  than  necessary.    Growers  should 
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operate  combines  and  soldier  harvesters  in 
such  a  way  as  to  reduce  the  cane/sugar  ratio  to 
levels  that  can  allow  this  industry  to  survive. 

SEED  CANE  REPORTS 

As  is  normally  the  case,  growers  are 
reminded  to  report  their  seed  cane  acreage  to 
their  FSA  office  so  that  the  industry  can 
maintain  good  records.  This  acreage 
information  is  important  so  that  proper  yield 
data  can  be  calculated.  If  growers  are  to  track 
their  own  efficiency,  good  record  keeping  is  a 
necessity.  Make  an  appointment  with  your 
FSA  office  to  report  this  data  if  you  haven't 
already  done  so.  Some  parishes  are  more 
aggressive  than  others  at  obtaining  acreage 
information.  Make  sure  your  parish  is  one  of 
those  that  has  an  accurate  assessment  of 
acreage  so  that  this  industry  can  properly  track 
its  yields. 

AGRICULTURAL  BURNING 

This  week,  the  Environmental  Protection 
Agency  will  host  an  informal  public  hearing 
on  the  agricultural  burning  policy  created  by 
the  USDA's  Agricultural  Air  Quality  Task 
Force.  This  committee  worked  long  and  hard 
to  develop  a  policy  that  would  allow  for  the 
use  of  burning  in  agricultural  operations  in 
such  a  way  as  to  minimize  the  impact  on  the 
public.  Written  testimony  on  this  policy 
statement  is  being  received  by  EPA  until 
November  18.  Growers  are  encouraged  to 
write  to  EPA  and  provide  comments  on  the 
policy.  It  is  important  that  EPA  adopt  this 
policy  and  it  be  the  mechanism  by  which  cane 
burning  is  governed  in  the  industry.  The 
League  office  will  provide  growers  with  a 
summary  statement  concerning  the  policy 
which  can  be  used  to  make  written  comments 
to  EPA.  Call  the  League  office  for  a  copy  of 
this  statement.  The  USD  A  agriculture  burning 
policy  statement  is  too  long  to  print  in  the 
Bulletin  but  copies  can  be  obtained  from  the 
League  office  or  you  can  retrieve  it  directly 
from  the  internet  at:  http:// 
www.nhq.nrcs.usda.gov/faca/aaqtf.html 


REX  MILLHOLLON 

Dr.  Rex  Millhollon,  weed  control  scientist 
at  the  USDA  station  in  Houma  recently  retired 
after  almost  40  years  of  service  to  the  industry. 
He  was  instrumental  in  developing  weed 
control  recommendations  which  have 
improved  cane  yields  and  substantially 
reduced  weed  pressure  from  that  seen  in  the 
industry  years  ago.  He  led  the  efforts  to  have 
both  Treflan  and  Prowl  used  in  the  industry. 
Dr.  Millhollon  most  recently  has  worked  on 
bio-control  measures  which  may  become 
important  in  controlling  some  weeds  with  the 
use  of  reduced  quantities  of  herbicides.  Rex 
has  also  worked  on  other  aspects  of  cane 
production  and  was  internationally  recognized 
for  his  weed  science  expertise.  The  League 
wishes  Rex  well  in  his  retirement. 

PETER  REIN 

Dr.  Peter  Rein  has  been  named  the  Director 
of  the  Audubon  Sugar  Institute  at  the  LSU 
Agricultural  Center.  Dr.  Rein  spent  some  30 
years  in  the  South  African  sugar  industry 
before  moving  to  the  U.S.  and  taking  over  the 
leadership  of  ASI.  He  was  Head  of  the 
Technical  Management  Department  at 
Tongaat-Hulett  Sugar  and  worked  many  years 
on  various  mechanisms  of  cane  diffusion.  He 
has  served  on  numerous  organizations  in 
South  Africa  as  well  as  international  groups. 
Currently,  he  serves  as  Chairman  of  the 
Technical  Committee  of  the  International 
Society  of  Sugar  Cane  Technologists. 

Audubon  provides  processing  research  to 
the  Louisiana  sugar  industry  as  well  as  some 
of  the  educational  opportunities  in  sugar 
technology.  Dr.  Rein  is  working  closely  with 
the  League  to  improve  ASI  and  make  it  the 
prominent  facility  that  it  should  be.  The 
Louisiana  industry  will  surely  benefit  from  Dr. 
Rein's  leadership  and  expertise  at  Audubon 
Sugar  Institute. 
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Switch  to  Hibernia.  Louisiana's  bank  for  over  125 years. 


Louisiana's  Bank  For  Business 

Is  Louisiana's  Bank 

For  Leasing. 

For  years,  Hibernia  has  been  working  hard  to  meet  the  needs 

of  Louisiana  business.  We've  taken  that  commitment  further  by 

adding  equipment  leasing  to  our  long  roster  of  business  services. 

Leasing  enables  you  to: 

Leave  lines  of  credit  free  for  other  needs. 

Free  up  capital  for  investment. 

Hedge  against  inflation. 

Gain  tax  advantages. 

Finance  100%  of  the  purchase  price  of  your  equipment. 

Hibernia's  capital  and  operating  lease  programs 

are  flexible  like  our  annual  payment  lease. 

We  can  arrange  a  program  to  meet  the  special  needs 

of  your  business.  Best  of  all,  we're  offering  our  leasing  services 

through  the  business  bankers  you've  come  to  know  and  trust. 

Right  here  at  Hibernia,  right  here  in  Louisiana. 

To  learn  more  about  our  equipment  leasing  programs 

and  what  they  can  do  for  your  business, 

call  your  local  Hibernia  Banking  Office  or 

the  Commercial  Equipment  Leasing  Department  toll  free  at: 

800-562-9007,  extension  3838 


HIBERNIA 

Where  service  matters.™ 


1998  Hibernia  National  Bank.     Member  FDIC.    www.hiberniabank.com 
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THE  BATON  ROUGE  LINE 


By  Tom  Spradley 
SpradXey  &  Spradley 


One  of  the  most  controversial  items  you  will  be 
voting  on  next  month  is  the  Stelly  Plan  -  an  income- 
for-sales  tax  swap  which  nets  the  state  a  couple  of 
hundred  million  extra  tax  dollars  dedicated  to 
education. 

We  have  asked  Representative  Vic  Stelly,  who 
authored  the  legislation,  and  Representative  Tony 
Perkins,  who  leads  opponents  to  the  tax,  to  use  two 
guest  editorials.  Here  they  are  for  your  consideration. 

THE  "STELLY  PLAN" 

1)  What  is  it?  A  package  of  bills  passed  during 
the  2000  legislative  session.  The  "enabling"  bill  was 
HB  295,  and  the  two  constitutional  amendments  were 
HB  73  and  HB  98.  All  three  had  to  pass  both  houses 
of  the  legislature  with  a  2/3  vote  and  did.  HB  30  and 
HB  31  were  related  bills  that  passed  in  the  special 
session. 

2)  What  is  the  goal  of  the  plan?  To  essentially 
swap  sales  tax  for  income  tax  and  use  the  excess 
revenue  derived  for  educational  purposes. 

3)  How  will  it  change  the  taxes  I  pay?  Your 
state  income  taxes  will  be  changed  in  two  ways:  The 
brackets  that  determine  the  percentage  of  your  income 
you  pay  have  been  flattened  to  range  from  zero  to 
$50,000  instead  of  zero  to  $  1 00,000  (joint  return)  with 
a  maximum  rate  of  5%  in  lieu  of  present  6%.  The 
other  change  is  that  you  will  no  longer  be  able  to 
deduct  federal  income  tax  paid,  or  the  "excess 
itemized  deductions"  allowed  on  your  federal  return. 
Our  tax  brackets  are  the  largest  in  the  South  and 
currently  we're  one  of  only  four  states  in  America  to 
allow  the  deductions  noted.  None  of  the  others  allow 
100%  deductions,  and  all  have  higher  rates  than  us. 
Only  fifteen  to  eighteen  percent  of  our  taxpayers 
actually  itemize  and  therefore  use  the  deductions.  The 
trade  off  is  that  you  will  no  longer  pay  the  current 
4cent  sales  tax  on  food  and  utilities.  A  bonus  is  that 
any  state  income  tax  paid  is  deductible  on  your  federal 
return.  Sales  tax  is  not. 

4)  Will  any  particular  group  be  hit  harder  than 
others  by  the  plan?  Obviously  those  making  the 
most  will  still  pay  the  most,  but  instead  of  having 
those  over  $100,000  (4%  of  taxpayers)  paying  40% 
of  all  Louisiana  income  tax,  the  bulk  of  the  burden 
should  spread  out  to  all  those  making  over  $50,000 
(35%  of  taxpayers).  Charts  prepared  by  the 
Department  of  Revenue  indicate  a  proportional 
increase  as  you  go  up  the  income  ladder.  Because  of 
the  trade  off  with  sales  tax  on  food  and  utilities,  those 
at  the  bottom  of  the  chart  (Adjusted  Gross  Income  of 
less  than  $25,000)  will  actually  see  a  reduction  in 


annual  tax  liability.  (This  is  49%  of  our  Louisiana 
taxpayers!)  All  public  retirement  income  (Social 
Security,  Military,  Teachers,  State  Employees,  etc.) 
Is  100%  exempt  and  all  others  receive  a  flat  $6,000 
deduction  (same  as  present). 

5)  Why  should  we  make  the  swap?  Tax  analysts 
and  economists  have  been  suggesting  this  for  years, 
but  most  recently  it  has  been  recommended  by  the 
Louisiana  State  Law  Institute  in  a  report  issued  in  May 
of  this  year.  In  it  they  point  out  that  income  tax  is  the 
only  growth  tax  we  have,  and  that  sales  tax  (especially 
on  necessities  such  as  food  and  utilities)  is  regressive. 
In  addition  sales  tax  revenue  is  destined  to  go  down 
with  the  expansion  of  Internet  sales.  These  sales  are 
predicted  to  exceed  one  Trillion  dollars  nationally  next 
year  and  sales  taxes  on  these  purchases  are  next  to 
impossible  to  collect.  We  already  have  heard 
testimony  that  in  the  year  2003  the  state  will  derive 
over  $200  million  less  than  today  in  sales  tax  revenue. 

6)  How  much  increased  revenue  will  be 
provided  by  this  plan,  and  how  will  it  be  spent? 
This  fiscal  note  prepared  by  legislative  analysts  and 
the  Department  of  Revenue  predict  a  net  of 
approximately  $200  million  in  the  first  full  year  of 
the  change  (2001-2002).  This  amount  will  have  a 
steady  increase  over  the  years.  The  money  will  be 
appropriated  by  the  legislature  as  follows: 

a)  A  minimum  of  80%  must  be  used  in  increase 
salaries  in  three  areas.  (1)  K-12  teachers  (2)  higher 
education  instructors  and  (3)  support  personnel.  The 
K-12  salary  increases  will  have  as  a  goal  the  Southern 
Regional  average  of  teacher  salaries. 

b)  Any  remaining  funds  can  be  appropriated  by 
the  legislature  for  any  educational  purpose.  Needs 
change  from  year  to  year  and  level  of  instruction,  but 
an  example  could  be  a  renewal  of  the  $200  per  year 
we  once  provided  teachers  for  "out  of  pocket" 
supplies.  Note:  Current  Minimum  Foundation  Funds 
(K-12  Education)  cannot  be  cut,  and  local  government 
cannot  pick  up  the  reduction  in  sales  tax. 

7)  When  does  the  "Stelly  Plan"  go  into  effect? 
Since  constitutional  amendments  are  involved,  it  is 
subject  to  a  vote  of  the  people.  That  vote  will  come 
on  November  7th.  There  will  be  two  amendments  on 
the  ballot,  one  for  the  income  tax  changes  and  one  for 
the  sales  tax  changes.  If  they  both  pass,  the  changes 
will  be  effective  January  1,  2001.  Note:  One  cent  of 
the  sales  tax  reduction  will  not  occur  until  July  to  cover 
the  phase  in  of  the  income  tax  hike.  This  plan  is  by 
no  means  a  complete  plan  of  Tax  reform  for  our  state. 
It  is  simply  a  good  start.  In  a  state  that  once  derived 
over  40%  of  its  revenue  from  the  oil  and  gas  industry, 
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but  has  seen  this  figure  deteriorate  to  less  than  10%, 
we  must  be  willing  to  look  at  revisions  to  our  system. 

As  one  who  has  served  for  the  past  five  years  on 
the  Appropriations  and  Joint  Budget  committees,  I 
have  seen  the  state  budget  from  inside  out.  While  I 
certainly  cannot  justify  every  item  in  the  budget,  (It 
totals  $14  billion!)  I  also  have  experienced  the 
frustration  of  trying  to  cut.  We  currently  have  six 
committees  looking  for  ways  to  economize.  I'm  on 
board  for  whatever  they  suggest.  My  education 
background  (Teacher,  Coach,  School  Board  Member, 
Education  Committee  Member)  perhaps  gives  me  an 
appreciation  for  our  educators,  and  the  burden  we 
place  on  them.  If  education  is  truly  our  number  one 
priority,  we  must  realize  that  the  teachers  are  the  most 
important  component  of  that  entity.  While  money  is 
certainly  not  the  only  motivating  factor  for  teachers, 
we  must  do  something  to  stop  the  hemorrhage  of 
certified  teachers  and  education  graduates  to 
surrounding  states. 

Adoption  of  the  Stelly  Plan  will  be  a  good  first 
step  toward  restructuring  an  obsolete,  inadequate  tax 
system.  At  the  same  time  it  will  provide  us  a  growing, 
stable  source  of  badly  needed  funding  for  Education. 

Stelly  Tax  Amendment  "Taxes"  the  Term  Reform 
By  Rep.  Tony  Perkins  (R) 

It  is  said  that  beauty  is  in  the  eye  of  the  beholder. 
It  appears  the  same  can  be  said  of  tax  reform.  The 
reform,  at  least  in  the  case  of  the  "Stelly  Tax 
Amendment,"  is  apparently  in  the  eye  of  the  taxer, 
not  the  taxee. 

Backers  of  the  Stelly  Tax  Amendment,  which  are 
dwindling  in  number  since  it  received  the  necessary 
two-thirds  votes  from  the  legislature  in  this  year's 
session,  are  trying  to  sell  the  huge  tax  as  tax  reform. 
With  a  price  tag  to  Louisiana's  families  of  over  $400 
million,  proponents  are  finding  few  buyers. 

Opponents  of  the  tax  acknowledge  that  there  is 
some  element,  albeit  small,  of  reform  in  the  Stelly 
Tax.  The  constitutional  amendments  switch  the  state's 
dependence  upon  a  stagnant  sales  tax  on  basics  like 
food  and  utilities  to  a  more  growth  oriented  tax  on 
income.  However,  that's  where  the  so-called  reform 
ends. 

Unlike  Louisiana,  several  states  in  the  last  ten  years 
have  undergone  major  tax  reform  efforts,  which  shared 
one  common  element  -  lowering  the  overall  tax 
burden.  Most  states  accomplished  their  reform  efforts 
by  broadening  the  tax  base  and  lowering  the  rates  of 
taxation,  which  lowered  the  overall  individual  tax 
burden.  Such  reform  efforts,  known  as  supply  side 
economics,  produced  economic  growth  for  the  tax 
lowering  states. 

A  recent  U.S.  Census  Bureau  report  showed  that 
while  these  other  states  were  enjoying  economic 
booms,  Louisiana's  economy  actually  back  slid. 
Louisiana's  median  household  income  actually 
declined  between  1998  and  1999  leaving  our  state  with 


one  of  the  highest  poverty  rates  in  the  nation. 

In  1980  the  state's  total  budget  was  $5.6  billion. 
The  current  budget  stands  just  shy  of  $14  million,  a 
growth  of  about  1 50%.  During  that  same  time  period 
growth  in  the  average  family  in  Louisiana  was  about 
100%.  Family  incomes  are  not  able  to  keep  pace 
with  the  growth  of  government. 

Proponents  of  the  Stelly  Tax  refer  to  another  recent 
U.S.  Census  Bureau  report  that  shows  Louisiana 
having  the  5th  lowest  state  tax  rate  in  the  nation.  What 
they  fail  to  point  out  is  that  the  report  does  not  include 
many  of  the  administrative  fees  that  government  in 
Louisiana  relies  heavily  upon  for  funding.  When  all 
forms  of  "taxation"  are  considered,  Louisiana  ranks 
near  the  middle  nationally  and  near  the  top  upon  the 
Southern  states.  No  matter  what  numbers  you  look 
at  it  appears  Louisiana  has  a  spending  problem,  not  a 
funding  problem. 

Just  what  will  the  "Stelly  Tax"  do?  Amendment 
#2  raises  income  taxes  by  an  estimated  $642  million. 
The  amendment  eliminates  some  key  deductions  such 
as  the  ability  to  deduct  the  amount  of  federal  taxes 
paid  on  personal  income  from  state  income  tax.  While 
the  change  doesn't  totally  eliminate  the  ability  for 
corporations  to  deduct  the  amount  of  corporate  federal 
tax  paid,  it  does  eliminate  the  constitutional 
protection.  By  a  vote  of  the  legislature  corporate  taxes 
can  be  raised  by  over  a  hundred  million  dollars  in  the 
future,  placing  Louisiana  at  a  further  disadvantage 
economically. 

Amendment  #3  eliminates  the  four-cent  sales  tax 
on  food  and  utilities,  which  totals  around  $436  million 
per  year.  The  swap  from  sales  tax  to  income  tax  gives 
the  state  a  net  gain  of  about  $206  million  in  new  taxes. 
However,  the  tax  impact  upon  Louisiana's  families 
is  nearly  double  that  amount  at  over  $400  million, 
which  means  that  families  earning  above  $30,000  a 
year  will  see  their  state  tax  bill  increase  an  average 
of  25%.  The  reason  is  because  business  pays  about 
45%  of  the  current  $436  million  in  sales  tax.  That 
equates  to  about  $196  million  that  will  be  rolled  off 
businesses  and  onto  families. 

While  those  who  recognize  that  cutting  business 
taxes  can  have  a  positive  effect  upon  the  economy 
may  think  the  $196  million  break  to  business  is 
positive  -  they  should  think  again.  Projections  are 
already  coming  in  showing  a  deficit  in  next  year's 
budget.  If  the  Stelly  Tax  Amendment  passes  or  fails 
that  deficit  remains.  The  reason?  The  growth 
generated  from  the  Stelly  Tax  is  dedicated  to 
"education"  joining  a  long  list  of  dedicated  funds, 
which  exacerbates  budget  shortfalls. 

How  will  the  deficit  in  next  year's  budget  and 
future  budgets  be  handled?  With  income  tax,  one  of 
few  growth  oriented  taxes,  off  the  table  for  future 
consideration  the  focus  will  turn  to  business  taxes, 
especially  since  they  will  have  received  a  tax  break 
of  nearly  $200  million  under  the  Stelly  Tax. 

What  kind  of  business  taxes  might  be  considered? 
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Given  that  the  petrochemical  industry  will  be  one  of 
the  major  recipients  of  the  tax  break  you  can  probably 
look  for  a  renewed  and  more  potent  push  for  a 
processing  tax  or  a  single  business  tax,  either  one  of 
which  will  have  devastating  effects  upon  Louisiana's 
economy. 

The  educational  carrot.  More  government 
initiatives  have  been  undertaken  under  the  guise  of 
improving  education  than  anything  else  in  Louisiana 
dating  back  over  100  years.  The  charter  authorizing 
the  Louisiana  lottery  back  in  the  late  1 800's  was  done 
to  "help"  education.  Unfortunately,  Louisiana's 
children  are  still  waiting  for  a  winning  ticket. 

The  additional  taxes  generated  under  the  Stelly 
Tax  that  will  go  toward  education  ignore  the  obvious 
-  Louisiana's  mechanism  for  funding  public  education 
is  outdated,  inefficient  and  ineffective.  Louisiana 
currently  spends  $5,698  per  pupil.  (Since  I  have  been 
using  these  numbers  provided  by  the  State  Department 
Education  they  have  gone  back  and  revised  the 
numbers,  however,  the  Legislative  Fiscal  Office 
stands  by  the  original  numbers.)  That  places  Louisiana 
$257  dollars  per  pupil  above  the  Southern  average 
making  us  fourth  highest  among  the  14th  Southern 
states  in  per  pupil  costs. 

What  do  we  get  for  that  money?  Louisiana  ranks 
first  in  the  nation  in  high  school  dropouts.  Louisiana 
is  1  lth  of  the  14  Southern  states  in  teacher  pay.  Why 


the  discrepancy  between  per  pupil  spending  and 
teacher  pay?  Louisiana  ranks  110%  above  the 
Southern  average  in  transportation  costs,  we  have 
5,000  non-teaching  employees  above  the  Southern 
average.  The  bottom  line  is  that  the  money  does  not 
make  it  to  the  classroom  where  our  children  are. 

What's  the  answer  to  Louisiana's  educational 
dilemma?  If  the  children  in  the  classroom  are  really 
our  priority,  we  should  pay  our  teachers  at  or  above 
the  Southern  average.  We  should  provide  the 
classroom  materials  that  our  children  need.  We 
should  continue  the  educational  accountabilities 
programs. 

We  should  help  poorer  parishes  hire  qualified 
teachers.  We  can  do  all  of  this  with  existing  revenue, 
without  raising  a  single  dime,  if  we  eliminate  the 
outdated,  and  inefficient  state  education  bureaucracy 
and  their  funding  mechanism,  the  Minimum 
Foundation  Program  (MFP). 

What  will  it  require?  It  will  require  a  vision  for 
Louisiana's  future  that  takes  us  beyond  the  political 
limitations  and  half-baked  solutions  of  the  past  that 
has  left  us  trailing  the  rest  of  the  nation.  It  will  require 
the  political  fortitude  to  stop  focusing  on  the 
educational  system  and  the  tax  and  spend  policies 
that  have  fed  the  bloated  bureaucracy  and  start 
focusing  on  helping  our  children  learn  and  excel 
among  their  counterparts  around  the  nation. 


CLASSIFIEDS    -    FOR    SALE 


•  Broussard  2-row  Harvester,  4-wheel  drive  - 
$45,000;  Thompson  3-row  Plow  -  $3,000.  Call 
(318)  346-6174  or  (318)  838-2505. 

•  (2)  new  10-ton  Billet  Wagons  (Never  Used)  with 
30  inch  tires,  $21 ,000  each.  Contact  Daniel  @ 
(337)  373-3942,  Keith  @  (337)  373-0547,  Ricky  @ 
(337)  373-0549  or  the  shop  at  (337)  367-1980. 

•  1988  Int'l  Truck   $9,500;  Auto  Planter  -  $3,500; 

Call  Johnny  McCollum  at  (504)  446-0136. 

•  Int'l  1086  Hi-Crop  w/tank  &  rack-  $3,000;  1993 
Cameco  CHT  2500  Chopper  Harvester  -  $50,000. 
Call  (225)  937-0846  (day)  or  (225)  627-9577 
(evenings),  ask  for  David  Jarreau. 

•  1983  Single-row  Broussard  Harvester,  double 
ends  &  scroll,  CAT  3208  engine,  New  1 8-4-  38  tires, 
with  pulling  wheel,  shredder  topper  -  $13,000;  JD 
4840  with  new  trans  &  engine  overhauled  in  '97  - 
$12,000;  856  Hi-Clearance  Int'l  -  $2,500;  3-row 
Bottom  Type  Plow  Int'l,  heavy  duty  and  gauge 
wheels  -  $3,000;  4-row  JD  style  with  gauge  wheels 
and  cyclers  -  $3,000;  JD  4240,  Hi-clearance  1981 ; 
1  front  mount  spray  rig  with  200-gal.  tank  -  $1 00; 
JD  Disk  Plow,  heavy  duty,  17'  -  $1,000;  Rolling 
Cultivator,  Lilliston,  4-row  -  $200;  Rolling 


Cultivator,  Lilliston,  3-row  -  $75;  Int'l  3-row 
Chopper  -  $700;  3  one-row  shavers  -  best  offer; 
200  gai.  3-  row  Sprayer  w/cylinders  -  $400.  Call 
Damiam  Pierre  at  (337)  229-6932. 

Family  Farm  equipment:  1996  2-row  Broussard 
Harvester,  cab/air,  extended  front  end,  extended 
piling  gate,  JD  power.  1992  2-row  Broussard 
Harvester,  cab/air,  extended  front  end,  extended 
piling  gate,  JD  power.  Both  ready  and  repaired.  4 
sets  Direct  Haul  Chain  Net  Wagons,  13.6  x  24 
grader  tires.  Call  (337)  365-5036  night  or  day  or 
(337)  373-7791  and  ask  for  Thomas. 

1992  Cameco  S-30  Single-row  Harvester,  cab  & 

air  with  extended  gate  and  front  end  to 
accommodate  4-rows  in  one,  gathering  arms  have 
been  extended.  Front  wheel  pull.  Excellent 
Condition  -  $42,000.  Call  (337)  276-4547  office, 
(337)  276-4778  home,  or  (337)  276-7070  shop. 

Ingersol  Dresser  Model  14  well  head  -  $11,000; 
Thomson  3-row  Cultivator  w/off  bars  -  $2,250; 
Shop  Made  Land  Leveler  -  $800;  Shop  Made 
Spray  Rig  Boomer  -  $450;  Huval  Ditcher  -  $500; 
Call  Gary  Lavergne  @  (337)  945-7988  mobile  or 
(337)  942-5370  home. 
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COMMERCIAL  MEMBERS  OF  THE 

AMERICAN  SUGAR  CANE  LEAGUE  OF  THE  U.S.A.,  INC. 


The  Bank  of  Commerce 

P.  O.  Box  517,  White  Castle,  LA  70788 

BASF  (formerly  American  Cyanamid) 
P.  O.  Box  10955,  New  Iberia,  LA  70562 

Bayer  Corporation 

300  Legacy  Dr.,  Pineville,  LA  71360 

Broussard,  Bush  &  Hurst,  Inc. 

11764  Haymarket  Dr.,  Baton  Rouge,  LA  70816 

Broussard  Cane  Equipment,  LLC 

P.  O.  Box  2869,  Parks,  LA  70582 

CAMECO  Industries,  Inc. 

P.  O.  Box  968,  Thibodaux,  LA  70302 

Cane  Equipment  Cooperative,  Inc. 

25265  Hwy.  1  South,  Plaquemine,  LA  70764 

Case  IH 

441  E.  Magnolia  St.,  Eunice,  LA  70535 

Coastal  Sugar  Producers  Co-op  Association 

P.  O.  Box  1509,  Winnie,  TX  77665 

CoBank 

Jackson  Region,  407  Briarwood  Dr.,  Suite  205-C 
Jackson,  MS  39206 

Cost  Management  Services,  Inc. 

A  Member  Company  of  Huval  Insurance  Group 
P.  O.  Box  80978,  Lafayette,  LA  70598-0978 

The  Cottonport  Bank 

P.  O.  Box  367,  Cottonport,  LA  71327 

Dravo  Lime  Company 

Pelican  State  Division 

12797  Scenic  Highway,  Baton  Rouge,  LA  70807 

Duplantier,  Hrapmann,  Hogan  &  Maher 

Certified  Public  Accountants 

1340  Poydras  St.,  Suite  2000,  New  Orleans,  LA  70112 

Dupont  Ag  Products 

458  McCown  Rd.,  Welsh,  LA  70591 

Estes  Refractory 

P.  O.  Box  94,  Jeanerette,  LA  70544 

First  South  PCA 

P.  O.  Box  667,  Thiboduax,  LA  70302 
P.  O.  Box  10908,  New  Iberia,  LA  70562 

Gulf  Engineers  &  Consultants,  Inc. 

9357  Interline  Ave.,  Baton  Rouge,  LA  70809 

Hibernia  National  Bank 

P.  O.  Box  3597,  Baton  Rouge,  LA  70821 
P.  O.  Box  819,  Thibodaux,  LA  70302 


Louisiana  Commerce  &  Trade  Assn. 

(Specializing  in  Workman's  Comp  and  other  Commercial  Insurance) 
1010  Florida  Blvd.,  Baton  Rouge,  LA  70802 

Louisiana  Federal  Land  Bank  Association 

P.  O.  Box  432,  Opelousas,  LA  70571 
P.  O.  Box  1208,  Port  Allen,  LA  70767 

Material  Resources,  Inc. 

P.  O.  Box  1183,  Port  Allen,  LA  70767 

Monsanto 

204  Cresthill,  Youngsville,  LA  70592 

M  &  L  Industries 

1210  St.  Charles  St.,  Houma,  LA  70360 
3811  Hwy.  90  East,  Broussard,  LA  70518 
5810  Airline  Hwy.,  Baton  Rouge,  LA  70805 

M.J.  Naquin,  Inc. 

205  Arms  St.,  Thibodaux,  LA  70301 

Nadler,  Inc. 

P.  O.  Box  359,  Plaquemine,  LA  70765 

Ouachita  Fertilizer 

3714  Old  Spanish  Trail  E.,  New  Iberia,  LA  70560 

Plaquemine  Bank  &  Trust 

P.  O.  Box  626,  Plaquemine,  LA  70765-0626 

Quality  Industries 

118  W.  Main,  P.  O.  Box  406,  Thibodaux,  LA  70302 

Regions  Bank 

P.  O.  Box  11240,  New  Iberia,  LA  70562-1240 
P.  O.  Box  587,  Franklin,  LA  70538 

Rohm  &  Haas 

503  S.  Michot  Dr.,  Lafayette,  LA  70508 

Southern  Agribusiness  Associates 

120  Southpointe  Dr.,  Suite  B,  Jackson,  MS  39212 

Spectra-Physics  Laserplane 

703  Fragala,  Rayville,  LA  71269 

Standard  Supply  &  Hardware  Co.,  Inc. 

P.  O.  Box  60620,  New  Orleans,  LA  70160 

3-D  Chemical,  Inc. 

P.  O.  Box  607,  St.  Martinville,  LA  70582 

Viking  Trailers 

803  W.  Seale  St.,  Nacagdoches,  TX  75964 

Washington  State  Bank 

P.  O.  Box  128,  Washington,  LA  70589 

Westway  Trading  Corp. 

365  Canal  St.,  Suite  2200,  New  Orleans,  LA  70130 

Whitney  National  Bank 

228  St.  Charles  Ave.,  New  Orleans,  LA  70130 

Zeneca  Ag  Products 

125  Kirk  wood  Lane,  Youngsville,  LA  70592 
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UP  FRONT  WITH  THE   LEAGUE 


By  CharXlG  Meldncon 


Congressional  Staff  Tour  -  2000 


This  past  weekend  (  November  17-19) 
the  League  toured  Congressional 
staffers  through  the  cane  area. 
Included  in  the  group  were  staffers  to  House 
and  Senate  members,  staffers  to  House  and 
Senate  Committees  and  their  member,  several 
staffers  for  Federal  Agencies,  and  an 
American  Farm  Bureau  staffer  who  works 
with  this  industry  on  sugar  issues.  It  was,  as 
usual,  an  enjoyable  trip.  These  men  and 
women  are  young,  intelligent,  educated,  and 
extremely  attentive  to  issues,  and  of  course, 
politics.  They  ask  intelligent  questions  and 
are  eager  to  know  as  much  about  your  industry 
that  you  can  tell  them  in  the  short  period  of 
time.  It  is  somewhat  of  a  balancing  act, 
however.  That  is,  trying  to  provide  extensive 
information  on  our  industry  and  the  myriad 
of  issues  affecting  it,  along  with  the  political 
entrails  associated  with  the  issues.  To  do  this, 
while  at  the  same  time  trying  not  to 
overwhelm  them,  is  difficult.  After  all,  they 
have  taken  their  "own"  weekend  to  learn 
about  a  business  that  they  can  have  direct 
affect  upon.  In  short,  they  didn't  have  to  come 
to  Louisiana.  They  weren't  told  to  come  by 
their  bosses.  They  did  it  because  they  are 
diligent  and  dedicated  pubic  employees 
working  for  their  respective  public  servant  or 
agency. 

Well,  for  those  of  you  who  have  forgotten 
the  weekend  of  November  17th,  let  me  draw 
the  picture.  Heavy  rain  and  cold!  That  was 
the  picture  for  the  entire  time.  We  could  have 


been  miserable.  However,  we  were 
surrounded  by  these  deeply  interested  young 
people  whose  thirst  for  knowledge  was  quite 
evident.  We  were  showing  them  the  combine 
cutting  in  the  field  with  approximately  4  to  5 
inches  having  fallen  in  the  immediate  24  hour 
period.  To  see  the  rows  rutted  by  the  combine 
and  tractors,  the  men  in  the  fields  shivering 
as  they  dutifully  conducted  their  operations, 
the  fact  that  it  was  working  farmers  and  their 
employees  out  there  and  not  some  "no  name" 
big  corporate  operation  did  seem  to  make  a 
difference.  In  short,  and  in  the  end,  I  think 
that  having  these  staffers  see  what  we  really 
have  to  do  to  get  our  crop  in,  the  fact  that  we 
work  seven  days  a  week,  in  rain  and  cold, 
could  well  have  made  this  one  of  our  best 
tours.  Some  of  us  may  not  have  thought  so 
during  that  weekend,  because  we  would 
really  rather  have  them  here  in  Louisiana  in 
nice,  cool  and  dry,  October.  But,  now  in 
retrospect,  I  think  that  this  weekend  painted 
a  most  vivid  picture  of  a  typical  American 
farmer  going  about  the  business  of  providing 
safe,  affordable  food  for  the  American  public. 
Again,  however,  I  really  hope  we  don't  get 
this  kind  of  weather  every  year,  because  I 
don't  think  we  could  be  so  lucky  as  to  get  a 
group,  every  year,  that  would  take  the  misery 
and  inconvenience  in  stride  as  this  group  did. 
It  was  a  good  group,  a  good  weekend,  and 
we  are  lucky  to  have  such  attentive  and 
interested  people  who  want  to  do  what  is  right 
for  their  fellow  Americans.  All  we  can  do  is 


give  them  true  and  factual  information,  which 
their  bosses  can  use  to  make  fair  and  honest 
decisions.  For  that  I  thank  everyone  of  them 
for  taking  their  time  to  be  with  us. 

Additionally,  I'd  like  to  thank  those  in  our 
industry  that  help  us  every  year  with  this  tour, 
including  Jerry  McKee  and  his  staff  at  Laurel 
Valley  Plantation,  Dan  Duplantis  and  his  staff 
at  Raceland  Sugars,  and  last,  but  not  least, 
Charles  Thibaut  who  devotes  himself  to  his 
job  as  National  Legislative  Committee 
Chairman.  Thanks  guys! 

Also,  a  word  of  thanks  to  the  Lafourche 
Parish  Tourism  office  and  staff,  the  Southern 
Regional  Research  Center  and  the  Houma 
station  staff,  and  the  staff  at  Cameco. 

Presidential  Election 

While  the  tour  group  was  here,  I  made  the 
point  of  telling  several  members  of  the  group 
(usually  in  the  middle  of  a  conversation  about 
the  election)  that  I  didn't  really  think  anyone 


wanted  to  expound  much  on  the  subject.  I 
personally  hope  that  this  process  is  ended  in 
a  timely  manner  and  that  it  does  not  get  into  a 
long,  protracted  episode  that  erodes  the 
public's  confidence  in  either  of  the  two  men 
who  vied  for  the  Presidency.  This  country 
has  to  much  to  lose  when  the  government  gets 
mired  by  partisan  bickering.  It  is  only  my 
hope  that  we  have  a  new  President  sworn  in 
on  the  20th  of  January,  and  that  the  country, 
and  its  people,  put  behind  them  this  episode 
in  history.  We  all  need  to  proceed  forward,  in 
a  positive  manner,  to  make  this  country  a 
better  place  for  everyone  to  live  and  work. 
As  has  been  said  quite  often,  "  It  may  not  be 
the  best  system  in  the  world,  but  it  still  seems 
to  be  a  far  better  one  than  that  system  which 
is  in  second  place." 

I  sincerely  hope,  that  by  the  time  you  get 
this  issue  of  the  bulletin,  the  Presidential 
election  is  over  and  finalized!  It  has  been  a 
good  civic  lesson  for  everyone. 
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WASHINGTON  UPDATE 


By  Don  Wallace 


Clinton  Signs  Agriculture  Spending  Bill 


President  Clinton  recently  signed  into 
law  the  FY  2001  agriculture 
appropriations  bill  which  will  provide 
$78  billion  for  farm  programs  and  disaster 
relief.  The  spending  measure  provides  $3.5 
billion  for  disaster  relief,  including  $2.6  billion 
earmarked  for  farmers.  This  is  in  addition  to 
the  $7.14  billion  already  approved  this  year  to 
cushion  the  blow  of  low  market  prices.  Also 
included  is  a  provision  guaranteeing  non- 
recourse loans  to  sugar  processors,  regardless 
of  the  size  of  the  tariff-rate  quota. 

Despite  completion  of  the  agriculture 
spending  bill,  legislators  still  face  several 
thorny  issues,  including  four  of  the  thirteen 
annual  appropriations  bills.  Two  of  these  bills, 
Legislative  Treasury  and  Postal  Service  were 
passed  by  lawmakers,  but  vetoed  by  President 
Clinton,  and  now  await  reconsideration  on  the 
Hill.  The  other  two  remaining  spending  bills 
have  also  been  passed,  but  are  expected  to  be 
vetoed.  A  fifth  measure,  energy  and  water 
spending,  passed  into  law  after  Congress 
overrode  a  presidential  veto. 

Uncertainty  over  the  outcomes  of  several 
elections,  including  five  House,  one  Senate, 
and  one  presidential  race,  further  exacerbates 
the  palpable  tension  between  the  two  parties 
(see  below).  Members  recently  approved  their 
sixteenth  continuing  resolution  to  extend 
funding  of  the  federal  government  at  current 
levels  until  December  5.  Many  legislators  are 
hoping  that,  by  then,  a  clearer  picture  of  who 
will  be  sitting  in  the  White  House  in  January, 


and  who  will  be  serving  in  the  next  Congress, 
will  ease  the  tension  and  allow  the  way  to 
adjournment.  A  report  on  the  outcome  of  the 
ongoing  debates  on  the  Hill  will  be  included 
in  next  month's  "Washington  Update." 

Supply  Projections  Rise  in  November 
WASDE 

The  U.S.  Department  of  Agriculture  has 
released  the  November  report  of  the  World 
Agricultural  Supply  and  Demand  Estimates 
(WASDE),  increasing  its  projections  of  supply 
for  the  coming  year.  Expectations  for  total 
production  and  consumption  are  unchanged 
from  last  month's  report.  Overall,  the  stocks- 
to-use  ratio  is  now  calculated  at  18.0%. 

Supply  projections  were  increased  by 
283,000  short  tons,  raw  value,  based  on  larger 
carry-over  stocks  than  previously  reported. 
The  Commodity  Credit  Corporation  is 
expected  to  hold  between  780,000  -810,000 
tons  of  sugar,  as  a  result  of  the  Payment  in 
Kind  Diversion  program,  leaving  ending 
private  stocks  of  between  1.123  million  - 
1 .093  million  tons. 

Total  domestic  production  should  reach 
8.446  million  tons,  with  4.350  million  tons  of 
beets  and  4.096  million  tons  of  cane. 
Louisiana  is  projected  to  produce  1.650 
million  tons. 

Margins  of  Control  Narrow  in  Congress 

Although  the  contentious  fight  in  Florida 
between  presidential  candidates  George  Bush 


and  Al  Gore  has  gotten  most  of  the  press 
attention,  the  fight  this  year  for  control  of 
Congress  has  been  just  as  tense  and  nearly  as 
close.  Democrats  cut  into  the  Republican 
advantage  in  both  the  House  and  Senate, 
meaning  that  whoever  wins  the  White  House 
will  have  to  work  effectively  across  party  lines 
to  accomplish  anything  of  significance. 

As  of  this  writing,  Republicans  maintain  a 
50-49  edge  in  the  Senate,  with  one  race  in 
Washington  state  still  officially  undecided, 
though  incumbent  Senator  Slade  Gorton  (R- 
WA)  appears  to  have  a  slight  lead.  If  the 
Democrat  challenger,  Maria  Cantwell, 
overcomes  this  lead  after  all  absentee  ballots 
are  counted,  the  Senate  will  enter  the  next 
Congress  with  an  unprecedented,  50-50,  tie  in 
partisan  membership.  However,  Republicans 
will  still  likely  control  since  either  Richard 
Cheney  will  be  vice  president,  casting  the 
deciding  vote,  or  Senator  Joseph  Lieberman 
will  vacate  his  seat  for  a  Gore  Administration 


thus  allowing  Connecticut's  Republican 
governor  to  appoint  his  successor. 

In  the  House,  Democrats  picked  up  two 
seats,  narrowing  margin  of  control  to  a  221- 
212  difference,  with  two  independents.  One 
independent,  Representative  Virgil  Goode  (I- 
VA)  tends  to  vote  with  Republicans,  while  the 
other,  Representative  Bernie  Sanders  (I-VT) 
tends  to  vote  with  Democrats. 

With  the  parties  approaching  numerical 
parity,  pressure  will  fall  on  the  respective 
leadership  offices  to  embrace  a  bipartisan 
strategy.  So  far,  the  tense  election  disputes 
have  only  complicated  the  ongoing  dispute 
over  the  FY  2001  spending  bills.  More 
importantly,  the  next  four  years  will  see 
several  important  pieces  of  legislation 
affecting  agriculture,  including  authorization 
of  the  next  farm  bill  and  a  potential  trade  bill 
implementing  the  results  of  the  current  WTO 
trade  negotiations. 
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return  on  investment.  Our  staff  at  PCA  is  knowledgeable,  qualified  and  experienced 

in  dealing  with  your  numbers.  We  see  them  everyday.  We  hope  that  our  financial 
assistance  results  in  maximum  returns  -  and  that's  a  number  that's  important  to  YOU! 
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"Other  Agricultural 
Products  Available" 


CASE  IH  SUGAR 


Successful  cane  growing  is  all  about 
return-on-investment,  particularly 
with  capital-intensive  heavy  equipment. 
The  brand  which  delivers  the  best 
return  on  this  investment  is  the  brand 
that  delivers  lower  owning  and  operating 
costs,  a  longer  productive  life  and 
generates  higher  resale  value. 

The  brand  is  Case  IH  Austoft 
because  it  offers  a  range  of  integrated 
equipment  and  support  technologies  that 


improve  viability  today  and  sustainability 
for  tomorrow. 

A  broad  range  of  massively  powerful 
two-wheel  drive  and  four-wheel  drive 
tractors  and  the  efficient,  reliable  planting 
and  tillage  equipment  to  pull  behind  them. 
Unique  Austoft  harvesters,  packed  from 
front  to  back  with  innovative  features  that 
are  proven  in  every  aspect  of  their  role. 
Big  new  Powerhauls  and  Trailhauls  are 
integrated  to  maximize  harvest  productivity. 


CANE  SYSTEMS 


Austoft  is  the  original,  and  still  the  best, 
when  it  comes  to  cane  harvesting  systems. 

Excellent  service,  flexible  financing, 
broad  availability  of  genuine  parts,  and 
friendly,  professional  advise  from  your 
Case  IH  Austoft  dealer,  make  Case  IH 
Austoft  cane  systems  the  best  choice  for 
your  long-term  capital  investment  of 
agricultural  equipment. 


AUSTOFT  AMERICAS 

12771  WESTLINKS  DRIVE,  UNIT  #1 
FT.  MYERS,  FLORIDA  33913     USA 
TEL:  (941)  561-7844 
FAX:  (941)561-7855 


CASE  CORPORATION 

700  STATE  STREET 
RACINE,  WISCONSIN   53404 
www.casecorp.com 


USA 


1,000  acres.  12-hour  days.  4  seasons* 


One  bank. 

Seasons  change.  The  weather's  unpredictable.  Through  it  all,  there's  one  constant  on  which 
farmers,  both  large  and  small,  know  they  can  rely:  the  Land  Bank. 

For  more  than  80  years,  we've  been  rolling  up  our  sleeves  and  helping  farmers  just  like  you. 
We're  locally  owned  and  operated,  and  ready  to  lend  you  a  financial  hand.  Whether  you're 
looking  to  buy  more  land,  update  equipment,  or  even  refinance  existing  debt. 

For  a  financial  partner  who  works  as  hard  for  your  money  as  you  do,  call  the  folks  at  the  Land 
Bank.  We'll  help  your  business  grow. 


LAND BANK 


€ 


Part  of  the  fabric  of  rural  life. 


FEDERAL  LAND  BANK  ASSOCIATION,  FLCA 

1-877-648-LAND 

Call  now  for  information,  or  to  apply  for  a  loan  to  buy,  build,  improve,  or  refinance.  f^j 

You  can  also  visit  us  at  www.louisianalandbank.com.  ™*™* 
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FARM    NOTES 


By  Dr.  Charley  Ri chord 


Crop  Report  -  Modifying  High-Dump  Wagons  to 

Help  Keep  Track  of  Weight  —  Keep  Fields  Drained  — 

Remove  Mulch  Cover  —  tSSCJ  Breeding  Workshop 


As  of  this  writing  on  November  20,  the 
crop  is  over  50%  completed.  While 
tonnage  is  below  last  year's  record  crop, 
it  is  still  above  the  earlier  expectations  of  many 
growers.  Sugar  content  has  risen  from  below 
normal  at  the  beginning  of  the  season  to  where, 
for  this  date,  it  is  about  three  pounds  above  the 
average  of  the  last  decade.  Based  on  these 
numbers,  the  industry  could  still  yield  in  excess 
of  33  tons  of  cane  per  acre  and  more  than  200 
pounds  of  sugar  per  ton.  These  yield  levels  would 
give  the  industry  a  final  yield  less  than  last  year's 
record  crop,  but  still  close  to  the  second  highest 
on  record.  The  industry  experienced  very  heavy 
rains  across  most  of  the  cane  belt  during  the  past 
weekend,  and  sugar  yields  in  the  coming  week 
will  certainly  reflect  the  mud  and  the  dilution  that 
will  accompany  the  cane.  Long  range  projections 
currently  call  for  weather  conditions  to  be  near 
normal  in  both  temperature  and  precipitation  for 
the  remainder  of  the  season.  This  would  mean 
that,  on  average,  freezing  conditions  serious 
enough  to  kill  cane  could  be  experienced  by  mid- 
December  and  that  rainfall  will  average  about  6 
inches  during  December.  This  would  certainly 
keep  sugar  levels  from  rising  for  the  remainder 
of  the  season,  and  also  means  that  plans  to  grind 
cane  beyond  December  31  would  be  risky. 
Hopefully,  the  industry  will  continue  with  the 
conditions  of  the  past  few  years  and  not  have  to 
worry  about  either  temperature  or  rainfall. 

MODIFYING  HIGH-DUMP  WAGONS  TO 
HELP  KEEP  TRACK  OF  WEIGHT 

Because  of  highway  weight  restrictions, 
growers  have  looked  at  numerous  ways  to  hold 


truck  weights  to  less  than,  but  close  to  100,000 
pounds.  One  of  the  most  recent  of  these  attempts 
was  provided  by  Daniel  Gonsoulin  of  the  New 
Iberia  area.  While  this  author  is  unsure  if  anyone 
has  tried  this  before,  several  growers  have  now 
copied  Daniel's  simple  design.  This  design 
involves  the  use  of  a  pressure  gauge  in  the  tractor 
cab.  To  provide  a  simple  hookup,  a  't'  is  inserted 
into  the  hydraulic  line  between  the  high-dump 
wagon  and  the  tractor.  A  small  hose  connects 
the  hydraulic  system  to  the  gauge.  Before  the 
wagon  is  filled,  the  body  of  the  wagon  is  lifted 
about  4  inches.  There  is  a  low  reading  on  the 
gauge  at  this  point.  As  the  wagon  is  filled,  the 
gauge  reading  increases.  While  the  actual 
reading  on  the  gauge  is  not  important,  in  a  short 
time  Daniel  and  other  growers  using  this  system 
have  figured  out  a  relationship  between  gauge 
readings  and  actual  weights.  Daniel  has 
explained  that  his  operators  try  to  load  each 
wagon  to  the  same  value  which  totals  close  to 
the  highway  weight  limit.  However,  if  one  driver 
is  fairly  close  to  the  end  of  a  row,  he  can  fill  his 
wagon  to  more  than  the  desired  gauge  reading 
and  then  the  next  tractor  driver  simply  fills  his 
wagon  to  a  lesser  gauge  reading.  This  has 
allowed  the  growers  using  this  tool  to  keep  truck 
weights  fairly  close  to  the  100,000  pound  limit. 
While  this  technique  is  fairly  simple,  growers 
who  use  it  should  be  aware  of  a  few  safety  issues. 
First  of  all,  in  the  past  several  years, 
manufacturers  have  tried  hard  not  to  have  high 
pressure  lines  in  the  operators  cab.  If  high 
pressure  lines  are  used  in  cabs  today  they  usually 
have  shields  around  them.  Secondly,  once  the 
wagon  is  filled,  the  operator  should  lower  the 
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wagon  back  onto  the  frame  to  avoid  tipping  while 
traveling  over  rough  headlands  or  at  higher 
speeds  on  the  highway  with  a  higher  center  of 
gravity  than  necessary. 

KEEP  FIELDS  DRAINED 

Growers  should  be  especially  concerned 
about  water  remaining  in  fields  following 
harvest.  The  last  few  years  have  been  very  dry, 
especially  during  the  harvest  season.  The 
industry  shouldn't  be  fooled  into  thinking  that 
every  year  will  be  that  dry.  As  noted  earlier  in 
this  article,  long  range  weather  conditions  call 
for  near  normal  rainfall,  which  would  mean  that 
approximately  six  inches  of  rain  will  fall  in 
December.  On  top  of  the  heavy  rains  which  have 
fallen  in  the  middle  of  November,  this  could 
mean  muddy  conditions  for  the  remainder  of  the 
harvest  season.  As  most  growers  realize,  fields 
do  not  dry  out  as  well  once  temperatures  get 
cooler.  Therefore,  growers  should  keep  up  with 
the  harvester  and  have  field  drains  opened  as 
soon  as  possible  after  fields  are  cleared  out.  This 
will  insure  that  field  drainage  is  as  effective  as 
possible.  Growers  should  be  reminded  that  LCP 
85-384  does  not  like  "wet  feet"  and  has  shown 
stand  losses  as  a  result  of  water  staying  in  the 
field. 

REMOVE  MULCH  COVER 

Growers  using  combines  are  reminded  that 
research  data  collected  thus  far  has  shown  that 
leaving  the  mulch  layer  on  top  of  the  row,  into 
the  spring,  can  decrease  yields  in  the  following 
stubble  crop.  This  reduction  in  yield  has  been 
serious  in  some  tests.  As  a  result,  growers  have 
been  advised  to  remove  the  mulch  layer  from 
fields  prior  to  the  end  of  the  harvest  season.  Once 
this  mulch  gets  wet,  it  becomes  much  more 
difficult  to  remove.  Most  growers  have  used  fire 
as  the  easiest  way  to  remove  the  trash  mat.  Other 
growers  have  used  brushes,  rakes,  mowers  or  hay 
balers  to  get  the  cane  residue  off  the  top  of  the 
row.  Regardless  of  the  method,  it  is  important 
that  this  be  done  before  rainfall  makes  the 
removal  too  difficult  to  accomplish.  Any  chance 
that  growers  have  to  remove  this  mulch  should 


be  taken  advantage  of  as  quickly  as  possible. 

ISSCT  BREEDING  WORKSHOP 

The  International  Society  of  Sugar  Cane 
Technologists  just  recently  held  a  breeding 
workshop  on  the  island  of  Barbados.  This 
Caribbean  island  is  extremely  important  in  the 
history  of  sugarcane  breeding  since  it  was 
jointly  discovered,  in  Barbados  and  Indonesia 
during  the  late  1 800s,  that  sugarcane  seed  could 
be  fertile.  Following  this  discovery,  the  science 
of  sugarcane  crossing  and  selection  was  begun. 

At  this  meeting  were  Kenneth  Gravois  and 
Fred  Martin  of  LSU  and  Tom  Tew  of  the  USD  A 
in  Houma.  Also  in  attendance  were  researchers 
from  programs  in  more  than  20  countries 
around  the  world.  Numerous  topics  were 
discussed,  including  improvement  to  the 
photoperiod  program,  developing  higher 
sucrose  clones,  use  of  molecular  techniques, 
and  other  important  topics.  Growers  should  feel 
assured  that  our  researchers  are  doing  all  they 
can  to  select  the  best  varieties  for  your  future. 
Our  scientists  try  to  work  with  researchers  from 
all  parts  of  the  world  in  an  effort  to  use  the  best 
technology  available.  Finding  another  variety 
as  good  as  LCP  85-384  has  been  difficult  thus 
far.  Now  that  progeny  of  LCP  85-384  are  into 
the  selection  program,  it  is  hoped  that  finding  a 
replacement  will  become  easier.  The  breeding 
program  in  Louisiana  is  conducted 
cooperatively  by  LSU,  USDA  and  the  League. 
As  a  team,  researchers  work  to  find  varieties 
that  will  provide  you  with  the  highest  yields 
while  maintaining  adequate  levels  of  resistance 
to  various  pests,  and  with  the  desired  agronomic 
characteristics  to  make  the  varieties  easily 
adaptable  to  Louisiana  conditions.  The 
Louisiana  breeding  program  is  using  the  latest 
technologies  available,  and  is  doing  all  it  can 
to  incorporate  genes  from  various  sugarcane 
sources  to  get  you  the  best.  As  reported  in 
earlier  issues  of  the  Bulletin,  the  program  is 
currently  being  expanded  to  put  additional 
selection  material  in  the  field,  and  hopefully 
improve  the  odds  of  finding  a  replacement  for 
LCP  85-384. 
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Effects  of  Transgenic  Sugarcane 

on  Parasites  of 

the  Sugarcane  Borer 

Jesusa  Crisostomo  Legaspi  and  T.  Erik  Mirkov 
Texas  Agricultural  Experiment  Station,  Weslaco,  Texas 

The  use  of  transgenic  cultivars  is  likely  to  be  an  important  component  of  an  integrated  pest 
management  program  in  sugarcane,  as  well  as  several  major  crops  in  the  US  and  throughout  the 
world.  As  with  all  novel  pest  management  technologies,  an  assessment  of  the  risks  involved  is  critical 
to  the  development  of  a  sustainable  control  program.  Detrimental  effects  to  non-target  organisms, 
especially  beneficial  insects,  may  undermine  biological  control  agents  in  a  pest  management  program, 
or  disrupt  naturally  occurring  control  by  a  native  natural  enemy. 

The  development  and  evaluation  of  transgenic  sugarcane  resistant  to  insect  pests  is  relatively 
recent.  The  transformation  process  involves  incorporating  a  gene  from  the  snowdrop  lily  into  sugarcane 
DNA.  This  gene  produces  a  protein  (called  the  snowdrop  lectin)  that  has  been  found  to  kill  aphids 
and  moths  in  transformed  potato.  Laboratory  tests  have  shown  that  the  lectin  is  found  throughout  the 
sugarcane  plant,  especially  the  leaves  and  stalk  tissue.  Presence  of  the  insecticidal  agent  throughout 
the  plant  tissue  is  especially  beneficial  against  a  stalkboring  pest  that  is  normally  difficult  to  target. 
Although  the  lectin  is  toxic  to  many  insects,  it  has  been  found  safe  for  mammals  and  birds.  Moreover, 
the  protein  is  completely  destroyed  when  processing  raw  cane  to  sugar.  Preliminary  tests  of  transgenic 
sugarcane  against  the  Mexican  rice  borer,  Eoreuma  loftini,  have  shown  that  a  transgenic  sugarcane 
leaf  tissue  incorporated  into  an  artificial  diet,  caused  reductions  in  larval  weight  compared  to 
counterparts  fed  artificial  diet  alone,  or  with  diet  with  non-transgenic  leaf  tissue.  We  evaluated  the 
effects  of  transgenic  sugarcane  on  Cotesia  flavipes,  a  parasite  of  the  sugarcane  borer.  This  wasp  has 
been  attributed  with  successful  biological  control  of  the  sugarcane  borer  in  the  Lower  Rio  Grande 
Valley  of  Texas.  The  evaluations  were  divided  into  two  parts:  1)  incorporation  of  plant  material  into 
an  artificial  diet;  and,  2)  assessing  the  effects  directly  on  transgenic  plants  in  the  greenhouse. 

Artificial  diet  evaluation.  Sugarcane  borer  larvae  were  fed  with  artificial  diet  incorporating  either 
transgenic  or  non-transgenic  sugarcane  stem  extract  at  10.0  g  concentration  of  plant  material  per  100 
g  of  the  artificial  diet.  Newly-hatched  larvae  of  the  sugarcane  borer  were  placed  individually  into 
plastic  cups  containing  the  diet  mixture  and  covered.  Larvae  were  allowed  to  feed  on  the  different 
diets  for  14  days,  after  which  the  larval  weight,  length  and  development  stage  were  measured  and 
recorded.  When  the  borers  reached  the  fifth-instar  stage,  they  were  exposed  to  mated  female  parasites 
manually  until  a  single  C.  flavipes  female  was  observed  to  have  laid  their  eggs  in  each  borer.  The 
borer  larvae  were  held  until  emergence  of  adult  parasites  or  moths,  or  death.  The  adult  parasites  that 
emerged  were  killed,  counted  and  the  gender  and  body  length  were  recorded.  About  50  insects  were 
used  in  each  test.  Sugarcane  borer  larvae  fed  transgenic  stem  tissue  were  heavier  and  longer  than 
those  larvae  fed  non-transgenic  stem  tissue.  In  both  treatments,  parasites  took  about  16  days  to 
develop.  However,  the  body  lengths  of  parasites  (males  and  females)  and  female  parasites  in  the 
transgenic  treatment,  were  longer  compared  to  those  under  the  non-transgenic  diet.  This  corresponds 
to  the  increased  stalkborer  larval  weights  and  lengths  under  the  transgenic  treatments  because  parasites 
emerging  from  larger  hosts  often  have  larger  body  sizes  than  those  from  smaller  hosts. 

Greenhouse  evaluations.  Transgenic  and  non-transgenic  sugarcane  stem  cuttings  were  collected 
from  the  field,  taken  to  the  greenhouse  and  infested  with  three  3rd-instar  borer  larvae  per  stem 
cutting.  Three  weeks  afterwards,  the  stalks  were  split,  and  borer  weight,  length  and  stage  of 
development  were  measured  and  recorded.  The  stalkborers  (5th-instar  stage)  were  then  exposed  to 

13 


parasites  and  kept  individually  in  cups  containing  artificial  diet  until  the  parasites  emerged.  Sugarcane 
borer  larval  weights  were  higher  in  the  transgenic  treatment  compared  to  the  non-transgenic  treatment, 
as  in  the  laboratory  feeding  study.  However,  no  differences  were  found  in  the  larval  lengths  between 
the  two  treatments.  In  both  treatments,  parasites  took  about  16  days  to  develop  and  each  female 
produced  about  18  offspring. 

Conclusions.  Overall,  larval  weights  and  lengths  were  higher  in  the  greenhouse  experiment, 
reflecting  the  use  of  older  larvae.  The  higher  larval  weights  in  the  transgenic  treatments  for  both 
experiments  was  an  unexpected  result,  suggesting  a  possible  beneficial  rather  than  detrimental  effect 
of  the  lectin  on  the  borer  larvae.  In  the  laboratory  experiments,  the  possible  beneficial  effects  were 
extended  to  the  parasites  reared  on  the  transgenic  diet.  Numbers  of  parasites  were  not  affected,  but 
individual  lengths  and  weights  were  greater  in  the  transgenic  diet.  In  the  greenhouse,  feeding  on 
transgenic  stem  tissue  had  no  significant  effects  on  either  borers  or  parasites,  apart  from  an  increase 
in  larval  weight.  The  apparent  absence  of  detrimental  effects  on  the  non-target  parasite  is  a  desirable 
quality  of  transgenic  sugarcane.  However,  the  similar  lack  of  effect  against  the  target  borer  is  not 
desired. 

We  were  unable  to  measure  insecticidal  effects  of  lectin,  whether  from  plant  extract  or  in  whole 
plants.  However,  other  researchers  have  shown  promise  that  our  genetically  engineered  sugarcane 
may  be  used  to  lessen  damage  due  to  sugarcane  borer  and  other  pests.  Recent  data  suggest  that  the 
insecticidal  effects  are  found  after  more  than  one  generation  of  borers  has  fed  on  the  transgenic 
sugarcane.  Second  generation  borer  larvae  showed  lower  survival,  body  weights  and  fecundity. 
Furthermore,  there  is  some  evidence  that  sugarcane  borer  adults  lay  more  eggs  on  non-transgenic 
potted  cane,  and  avoid  doing  so  on  transgenic  counterparts.  Transgenic  sugarcane  may  therefore 
cause  declines  in  pest  populations  after  several  seasons.  In  conclusion,  we  showed  that  the  transgenic 
sugarcane  does  not  cause  detrimental  effects  on  the  parasite.  Therefore,  the  use  of  transgenic  sugarcane 
varieties  and  biological  control  agents  may  be  compatible  in  an  integrated  pest  management  program. 
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Contractors 
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Chopper  Type 
Cane  Harvesters 

High  Dump  Wagons 


Wholestalk 
Cane  Harvesters 

Cane  Loaders 


Contract  Harvesting 

with  Chopper 

Harvesters 


Sales  ♦  Service  ♦  Parts 


Broussard  Cane  Equipment,  LLC 


P.O.  Box  2869  •  Parks,  LA  70582  •  Phone  (337)  845-5080 


14 


Announcing. . . . 

Galyean's  Louisiana  Style  Cane  Trailer 


.  "Over 
the  top 
dumping 
action 

48  ft.  x 
102  in. 
(two  23- 


CALYEAN  ECUIPMENT  COMPANY,  INC 

1225  In3ustrial  Dr.  -  P.O.  Box  1686 
Henderson,  TX  75652 

FKdob  903-657-7561 

•  Ja»  9®4SS7-«ga2 
Email:  AllertOGalyearkcom 


CLASSIFIEDS    -    FOR    SALE 


Broussard  2-row  Harvester,  4-wheel 
drive  -  $45,000;  Thompson  3-row  Plow  - 

$3,000.  Call  (31 8)  346-61 74  or  (31 8)  838- 
2505. 

(2)  new  10-ton  Billet  Wagons  (Never 
Used)  with  30  inch  tires,  $21,000  each. 
Contact  Daniel  @  (337)  373-3942,  Keith 
@  (337)  373-0547,  Ricky  @  (337)  373- 
0549  or  the  shop  at  (337)  367-1980. 

1997  Cameco  10  ton  High  Dump  Billet 
Wagon  -  $20,000;  JD  200  LC  Excavator 

(1800  hours)  with  hydraulic  thumb,  quick 
coupler,  digging  bucket,  clean-out  bucket, 
&  V-bucket  -  $1 30,000;  1 999  Shop  Made 
3-row  3-point  hitch  Fertilizer  Applicator 

with  500  gal.  tank,  hydraulic  pump,  & 
coulter  knives  -  $2,500.  From  family 
operation.  Call  (225)  627-4862  (leave  a 
message)  or  (225)  627-9459  (evenings). 

1988  Int'l  Truck  -  $9,500;  Auto  Planter  - 

$3,500.  Call  Johnny  McCollum  at  (504) 
446-0136. 

Int'l  1086  Hi-Crop  w/tank  &  rack-  $3,000; 
1993  Cameco  CHT  2500  Chopper 
Harvester  -  $50,000.  Call  (225)  937-0846 
(day)  or  (225)  627-9577  (evenings),  ask  for 
David  Jarreau. 

1985  2-row  Broussard  Cutter,  cab  &  air  - 

$60,000.  WILL  TRADE  FOR  SINGLE- 
ROW  CUTTER.  Call  (318)  346-7385. 

1996  2-row  LaCane  Tiger  Loader,  2,000 
hrs.,  excellent  condition  -  $58,000;  20  - 
New  16.9x28  R1W  tires;  20  -  New 
1 6.9x30  R1 W  tires  -  $495  each.  Call  (337) 
879-7932  (W)  leave  message. 

1983  Single-row  Broussard  Harvester, 

double  ends  &  scroll,  CAT  3208  engine, 
New  18-4-  38  tires,  with  pulling  wheel, 
shredder  topper  -  $13,000;  JD  4840  with 
new  trans  &  engine  overhauled  in  '97  - 
$12,000;  856  Hi-Clearance  Int'l  -  $2,500; 


3-row  Bottom  Type  Plow  Int'l,  heavy  duty 
and  gauge  wheels  -  $3,000;  4-row  JD  style 
with  gauge  wheels  and  cyclers  -  $3,000; 
JD  4240,  Hi-clearance  1981;  1  front 
mount  spray  rig  with  200-gal.  tank  -  $1 00; 
JD  Disk  Plow,  heavy  duty,  17'  -  $1,000; 
Rolling  Cultivator,  Lilliston,  4-row  -  $200; 
Rolling  Cultivator,  Lilliston,  3-row  -  $75; 
Int'l  3-row  Chopper  -  $700;  3  one-row 
shavers  -  best  offer;  200  gal.  3-  row 
Sprayer  w/cylinders  -  $400.  Call  Damiam 
Pierre  at  (337)  229-6932. 

Broussard  Cane  Loader  with  chain  pilar 
and  backhoe;  3  Tandum  Cane  Wagons 

with  60  ton  Army  Hitches,  extra  wheels  and 
hubs;  18-Wheeler  quick  hitch  on  rear  end 
with  tongue  used  to  pull  trailers.  Call 
Russell  Judice  at  (337)  394-4727. 

Family  Farm  equipment:  1996  2-row 
Broussard  Harvester,  cab/air,  extended 
front  end,  extended  piling  gate,  JD  power. 
1992  2-row  Broussard  Harvester,  cab/air, 
extended  front  end,  extended  piling  gate, 
JD  power.  Both  ready  and  repaired.  4  sets 
Direct  Haul  Chain  Net  Wagons,  13.6  x 
24  grader  tires.  Call  (337)  365-5036  night 
or  day  or  (337)  373-7791  and  ask  for 
Thomas. 

1992  Cameco  S-30  Single-row 
Harvester,  cab  &  air  with  extended  gate 
and  front  end  to  accommodate  4-rows  in 
one,  gathering  arms  have  been  extended. 
Front  wheel  pull.  Excellent  Condition  - 
$42,000.  Call  (337)  276-4547  office,  (337) 
276-4778  home,  or  (337)  276-7070  shop. 

Ingersol  Dresser  Model  14  well  head  - 
$11,000;   Thomson  3-row  Cultivator  w/ 

off  bars  -  $2,250;  ;  Shop  Made  Land 
Leveler  -  $800;  Shop  Made  Spray  Rig 
Boomer  -  $450;  Huval  Ditcher  -  $500. 
Call  Gary  Lavergne  @  (337)  945-7988 
mobile  or  (337)  942-5370  home. 

New  Sugarcane  Module  for  Billeted  cane 
-$10,500.  Call  (337)  856-4622. 
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COMMERCIAL  MEMBERS  OF  THE 


AMERICAN  SUGAR  CANE  LEAGUE  OF  THE  U.S.A.,  INC. 


The  Bank  of  Commerce 

*  O.  Box  517,  White  Castle,  LA  70788 

BASF  (formerly  American  Cyanamid) 

P.  O.  Box  10955,  New  Iberia,  LA  70562 

Bayer  Corporation 

300  Legacy  Dr.,  Pineville,  LA  71360 

Broussard,  Bush  &  Hurst,  Inc. 

11764  Haymarket  Dr.,  Baton  Rouge,  LA  70816 

Broussard  Cane  Equipment,  LLC 

O.  Box  2869,  Parks,  LA  70582 

CAMECO  Industries,  Inc. 

P.  O.  Box  968,  Thibodaux,  LA  70302 

Cane  Equipment  Cooperative,  Inc. 

25265  Hwy.  1  South,  Plaquemine,  LA  70764 

Case  IH 

441  E.  Magnolia  St.,  Eunice,  LA  70535 

Coastal  Sugar  Producers  Co-op  Association 

P.  O.  Box  1509,  Winnie,  TX  77665 

CoBank 

Jackson  Region,  407  Briarwood  Dr.,  Suite  205-C 
Jackson,  MS  39206 

Cost  Management  Services,  Inc. 

A  Member  Company  of  Huval  Insurance  Group 
P.  O.  Box  80978,  Lafayette,  LA  70598-0978 

The  Cottonport  Bank 

P.  O.  Box  367,  Cottonport,  LA  71327 

Dravo  Lime  Company 

Pelican  State  Division 

12797  Scenic  Highway,  Baton  Rouge,  LA  70807 

Duplantier,  Hrapmann,  Hogan  &  Maher 

Certified  Public  Accountants 

1340  Poydras  St.,  Suite  2000,  New  Orleans,  LA  70112 

Dupont  Ag  Products 

458  McCown  Rd.,  Welsh,  LA  70591 

Estes  Refractory 

P.  O.  Box  94,  Jeanerette,  LA  70544 

First  South  PCA 

P.  O.  Box  667,  Thiboduax,  LA  70302 
P.  O.  Box  10908,  New  Iberia,  LA  70562 

Gulf  Engineers  &  Consultants,  Inc. 

9357  Interline  Ave.,  Baton  Rouge,  LA  70809 

Hibernia  National  Bank 

P.  O.  Box  3597,  Baton  Rouge,  LA  70821 
P.  O.  Box  819,  Thibodaux,  LA  70302 


Louisiana  Commerce  &  Trade  Assn. 

(Specializing  in  Workman's  Comp  and  other  Commercial  Insurance) 
1010  Florida  Blvd.,  Baton  Rouge,  LA  70802 

Louisiana  Federal  Land  Bank  Association 

P.  O.  Box  432,  Opelousas,  LA  70571 
P.  O.  Box  1208,  Port  Allen,  LA  70767 

Material  Resources,  Inc. 

P.  O.  Box  1183,  Port  Allen,  LA  70767 

Monsanto 

204  Cresthill,  YoungsviUe,  LA  70592 

M  &  L  Industries 

1210  St.  Charles  St.,  Houma,  LA  70360 
3811  Hwy.  90  East,  Broussard,  LA  70518 
5810  Airline  Hwy,  Baton  Rouge,  LA  70805 

M.J.  Naquin,  Inc. 

205  Arms  St.,  Thibodaux,  LA  70301 

Nadler,  Inc. 

P.  O.  Box  359,  Plaquemine,  LA  70765 

Ouachita  Fertilizer 

3714  Old  Spanish  Trail  E.,  New  Iberia,  LA  70560 

Plaquemine  Bank  &  Trust 

P.  O.  Box  626,  Plaquemine,  LA  70765-0626 

Quality  Industries 

118  W  Main,  P.  O.  Box  406,  Thibodaux,  LA  70302 

Regions  Bank 

P.  O.  Box  11240,  New  Iberia,  LA  70562-1240 
P.  O.  Box  587,  Franklin,  LA  70538 

Rohm  &  Haas 

503  S.  Michot  Dr.,  Lafayette,  LA  70508 

Southern  Agribusiness  Associates 

120  Southpointe  Dr.,  Suite  B,  Jackson,  MS  39212 

Spectra-Physics  Laserplane 

703  Fragala,  Rayville,  LA  71269 

Standard  Supply  &  Hardware  Co.,  Inc. 

P.  O.  Box  60620,  New  Orleans,  LA  70160 

3-D  Chemical,  Inc. 

P.  O.  Box  607,  St.  Martinville,  LA  70582 

Viking  Trailers 

803  W.  Seale  St.,  Nacagdoches,  TX  75964 

Washington  State  Bank 

P.  O.  Box  128,  Washington,  LA  70589 

Westway  Trading  Corp. 

365  Canal  St.,  Suite  2200,  New  Orleans,  LA  70130 

Whitney  National  Bank 

228  St.  Charles  Ave.,  New  Orleans,  LA  70130 

Zeneca  Ag  Products 

125  Kirkwood  Lane,  YoungsviUe,  LA  70592 


The  Sugar  Bulletin 
206  E.  Bayou  Road 
Thibodaux,  LA  70301 


NONPROFIT 
ORGANIZATION 

BULK  RATE 
U.S.  POSTAGE 

PAID 

Thibodaux,  LA 
PERMIT  NO.  43 


Serials  Dept      , 
Louisiana  State  Univ 

BatonrLuge,  LA  70803-0001 


Volume  79,  No.  4 


January  2001 


Official  Bulletin  of  the  American  Sugar  Cane  League  of  the  U.S.A. 


IN  THIS  ISSUE 


Up  Front  With  The  League 3 

by  Charlie  Melancon 

Washington  Update 5 

by  Don  Wallace 

Farm  Notes 7 

by  Dr.  Charley  Richard 

The  Role  of  Audubon  Sugar  Institute 14 

by  RW.  Rein 

Environmental  Perspective 19 

by  James  F.  Coerver,  RE.  ofG.E.C,  Inc. 

The  Baton  Rouge  Line 22 

by  Tom  Spradley  of  Spradley  &  Spradley 
Classifieds 24 


The  Sugar  Bulletin  is  published  monthly  by  the  American  Sugar  Cane  League  of  the  U.S.A.,  Inc.  a  nonprofit 

organization.  Subscriptions  are  domestic  $15  a  year  and  foreign  $50.00  a  year. 

POSTMASTER:  Send  address  changes  to  The  Sugar  Bulletin,  206  E.  Bayou  Road,  Thibodaux,  LA  70301 

The  views  and  opinions  expressed  by  columnists  in  this  publication  are  those  of  the  author  and  not  necessarily  those  of 

the  American  Sugar  Cane  League.  Views  and  opinions  expressed  in  advertisements  in  this  publication  are  those  of  the 

advertiser  and  not  necessarily  those  of  the  American  Sugar  Cane  League. 


near 


The  Official  Organ  of  the  American  Sugarcane  League  of  the  U.S.A.  Inc 

Charles  J.  Melancon/Editor,  President  and  General  Manager 

Charles  A.  Richard,  Ph.D./Vice  President  and  Director  of  Research 

Windell  R.  Jackson/Senior  Agronomist 

Herman  Waguespack,  Jr./Agronomist 

John  Constant/Business  Manager 

Nannette  B.  Nickens/Secretary 

Paul  G.  Borron  Ill/Legal  Counsel 


Washington  Representative 
Don  Wallace  Associates,  Inc. 
499  South  Capitol  Street,  S.W. 
Suite  600 

Washington,  D.C.  20003 
Phone:(202)554-1222 


Editorial  and  Executive  Office 
206  East  Bayou  Road 
Thibodaux,  LA  70301 
Phone:  (504)  448-3707 
FAX:    (504)448-3722 
e-mail:  constant@amscl.org 


Washington  Consultant 
The  Macon  Edwards  Co. 
600  Pennsylvania  Ave.,  Suite  320 
Washington,  D.C.  20003 
Phone:(202)969-8110 


Baton  Rouge  Representative 
Spradley  and  Spradley 
10634  North  Oak  Hills  Parkway,  Suite  B 
Baton  Rouge,  LA  70810 
Phone:(225)766-1359 


Officers  and  Members  of  the  Board  of  Directors  of  the  American  Sugar  Cane  League 


Warren  Harang  III,  Donaldsonville,  LA 

Chairman  of  the  Board 
Jackie  Theriot,  St.  Martinville,  LA 

Vice  Chairman 
Charles  J.  Melancon,  Thibodaux,  LA 

President  and  General  Manager 
Charles  A.  Richard,  Ph.D.,  Thibodaux,  LA 

Vice  President  and  Director  of  Reasearch 


Don  Wallace,  Washington,  D.C. 

Vice  President  of  Government  Relations 
Irving  Legendre,  Jr.,  Thibodaux,  LA 

Secretary 
Craig  Caillier,  Franklin,  LA 

Treasurer 


Henry  Adolph,  Napoleonville,  LA 

David  Allain,  Jeanerette,  LA 

Ronald  Blanchard,  Napoleonville,  LA 

Grady  Bubenzer,  Bunkie,  LA 

Michael  Daigle,  Belle  Rose,  LA 

Daniels  "Dan"  Duplantis,  Raceland,  LA 

John  F.  Gay,  Plaquemine,  LA 

Ronald  Gonsoulin,  New  Iberia,  LA 

Dean  Gravois,  Vacherie,  LA 

Ronald  Guillotte,  Jr.,  Jeanerette,  LA 

George  "Scrap"  Hymel,  Gramercy,  LA 

Jackie  Judice,  New  Iberia,  LA 

Robert  "Bobby"  Judice,  Franklin,  LA 

Buckley  Kessler,  White  Castle,  LA 

Wilson  LeBlanc,  Jeanerette,  LA 

A.  J.  "Brother"  LeBourgeois,  Baldwin,  LA 

Lawrence  "Boo"  Levert  III,  St.  Martinville,  LA 

Chris  Mattingly,  Paincourtville,  LA 

Jerome  "Jerry"  McKee,  Thibodaux,  LA 

Daniel  Naquin,  Thibodaux,  LA 


Carl  Newton,  Batchelor,  LA 
Anthony  Parris,  New  Iberia,  LA 
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UP  FRONT  WITH  THE   LEAGUE 


By  Charlie  Meldncon 


As  I  begin  this  article,  I  have  just  finished 
watching  Al  Gore  concede  the  election 
and  George  Bush  accept.  It's  a  shame 
they  both  couldn't  have  been  as  compassionate 
and  concerned  for  one  another  during  the 
campaign.  Having  said  that,  and  knowing  the 
politically  interested  person  that  I  usually  am,  I 
found  myself  in  a  dilemma  when  it  turned  8  p.m. 
central  time  and  Vice  President  Gore  was 
scheduled  to  appear  on  every  network  channel. 
However,  on  the  New  Orleans  Public 
Broadcasting  Station,  Wynton  Marsalis  and  the 
Lincoln  Center  Jazz  Orchestra  were  doing  a  live 
performance  from  the  Lincoln  Center.  A  100th 
birthday  tribute  to  Louis  "Satchmo"  Armstrong. 
It  started  at  7  p.m.  and  went  to  9  p.m.,  with  Al 
and  all  the  commentary  following.  Boy,  was  it 
difficult  to  leave  Channel  12  at  8  p.m.  I'm  still 
not  sure  I  did  the  right  thing!  But  I  made  the 
decision,  and  I  guess  I'll  have  to  live  with 
witnessing  history  instead  of  hearing  some  good 
jazz! 

Farm  Bill 

Prior  to  the  League's  meeting  of  December 
13th,  Charles  Thibaut  convened  the  National 
Legislative  Committee  to  update  it  on  what  is 
going  on  in  Washington.  Over  the  past  several 
weeks,  the  league  has  had  a  number  of  visitors 
that  we  have  toured  or  visited  with  on  their 
commodity's  program  and  sugar  policy.  We  have 
talked,  toured,  and  visited  with  national 
representatives  of  several  commodity  groups. 
Brian  Breaux  of  Farm  Bureau  put  together  and 
made  several  presentations  on  other  farm 
programs  and  their  potential  application  to  the 
sugar  program,  and  we  will  be  hosting  some  beet 
growers  here  in  the  state  in  the  next  several  days. 

All  hat  being  said,  Congressman  Combest, 
Chairman  of  the  House  Ag  Committee,  has  sent 


forth  the  word  to  all  commodities  that  he  will  be 
convening,  shortly,  hearings  and  testimonies  on 
all  farm  programs.  We  have  had  suggestions  from 
many  fronts,  including  suggestions  from  some 
reliable  un-named  congressional  sources,  that  we 
should  attempt  to  make  the  sugar  program  look 
and  work  more  like  the  other  commodities' 
programs,  if  you  would,  so  that  Congress  can  put 
us  in  one  basket.  We  have  discussed  and  cussed 
it!  We  have  turned  the  other  programs  inside  out, 
from  the  Green  Payments  and  CRP's  to  the 
Deficiency  Payments  and  Generic  Certificates. 
At  times  we  have  felt  that  there  was  a  possibility 
that  such  could  work  for  sugar,  but  there  were 
still  some  major  hurdles  to  overcome,  most  of 
which  would  not  work  for  the  sugar  sector.  The 
problem  isn't  that  we  wouldn't  like  to  resemble 
the  other  commodities'  programs,  for  we  would 
immediately  lose  our  opponents  in  Washington 
if  they  thought  they  could  buy  sugar  more  cheaply 
and  our  growers  would  still  get  "price."  They 
don't  care  if  the  taxpayers  pay  for  the  program; 
that's  not  their  problem.  It  has  become  apparent 
that  it  is  more  complex  than  just  that;  however, 
the  League  will  continue  to  pursue  programmatics 
that  will  work  for  all  of  sugar.  We  differ  in  many 
ways  from  other  commodities,  but  our  industry 
has  always  felt  that  it  would  rather  get  its  price 
from  the  market  and  not  from  the  government.  I 
am  aware  that  there  are  those  in  government  that 
would  wish  to  have  more  control  over  all  of  our 
lives  and  businesses,  but  in  all  honesty,  our 
program  has  the  least  government  intervention. 
Maybe  that  is  what  really  bothers  our  opponents 
on  the  "Hill,"  the  fact  that  we  are  not  there  looking 
for  a  handout.  Maybe  this  is  the  real  reason  we 
have  continual  and  vocal  opposition  to  our 
program,  a  program  that  has  not  been  traditionally 
supported  by  taxpayer's  dollars.  Think  about  it. 


WASHINGTON  UPDATE 


By  Don  Wallace 


Election  Disputes  Resolved, 
Congress  Seeks  to  Finish  Session 


Exhausted  and  frustrated  by  the  long 
election  year,  legislators  finally  began 
wrapping  up  the  106th  Congress,  a  little 
more  than  one  week  before  Christmas  and  more 
than  two  months  after  the  originally  scheduled 
date  of  adjournment.  As  of  this  writing,  House 
and  Senate  leaders  are  focusing  on  the  last  details 
of  the  FY  2001  Labor-HHS  appropriations  bill, 
which  is  the  last  of  four  spending  bills  yet  to  be 
finished  and  sent  to  the  White  House  for 
signature.  Agreements,  at  least  in  principle,  have 
also  been  reached  on  other  outstanding  issues, 
such  as  a  reauthorization  of  the  Commodity 
Exchange  Act.  It  is  expected  that  a 
comprehensive  package,  including  all  of  these 
bills,  will  be  approved  shortly  by  both  the  House 
and  Senate,  liberating  Members  for  a  short 
Christmas  break.  They  will  return  the  first  week 
of  January  to  assume  office  in  the  107th 
Congress. 

The  logjam  of  legislation  finally  broke  through 
the  week  of  the  U.S.  Supreme  Court  decision  to 
halt  the  Florida  presidential  election  recount.  For 
almost  two  months,  lawmakers  have  waited  while 
sharp  disagreements  between  the  parties  over  a 
variety  of  issues  have  held  up  progress  on  several 
spending  bills.  Numerous  continuing  resolutions 
were  needed  to  keep  the  federal  government 
funded  into  the  new  fiscal  year  that  began  on 
October  1 .  Even  as  late  as  early  December  there 
appeared  to  be  no  clear  plan  for  the  remaining 
appropriations  measures.  Talk  among  observers 
at  that  time  suggested  that  Republican  leaders 


favored  another  continuing  resolution  that  would 
further  delay  completion  of  the  bills  until  after 
the  next  president  assumed  office  in  late  January. 
Yet,  as  Christmas  neared,  a  desire  emerged  to 
finish  the  year  and  start  afresh  with  the  new 
Congress. 

The  Senate  will  convene  in  January  with  an 
unprecedented  50-50  split  for  control.  The 
balanced  membership  notwithstanding, 
Republicans  will  assume  control  upon  the 
inauguration  of  President-Elect  George  Bush, 
when  Vice  President-Elect  Dick  Cheney  will 
represent  the  tie-breaking  vote.  Senate  Democrats 
are  expected  to  seek  equal  membership  on  the 
committees. 

December  WASDE  Reflects  High  Domestic 
Stocks 

The  U.S.  Department  of  Agriculture  (USDA) 
has  released  the  December  report  of  the  World 
Agricultural  Supply  and  Demand  Estimates 
(WASDE),  projecting  higher  output  for  the  2000/ 
2001  crop.  Overall,  domestic  production  should 
reach  8.668  million  short  tons,  raw  value.  The 
resulting  stocks-to-use  ratio  is  20.0%. 

Expected  beet  production  is  increased  by 
100,000  tons  from  last  month's  report  to  4.450 
million  tons,  due  to  strong  yields  per  acre, 
favorable  post-harvest  storage  conditions,  and 
above-average  sugar  content  in  2000-crop  beets. 
Estimates  of  cane  output  are  up  122,000  tons, 
based  on  increases  in  forecast  yield  and  projected 
sugar  recovery  in  Florida,  where  production 


should  reach  2.080  million  tons.  Louisiana  is 
expected  to  produce  1 .635  million  tons,  down  by 
15,000  tons  from  last  month's  report. 

Estimated  imports  for  the  past  year  of  the  sugar 
syrup  known  as  "stuffed  molasses"  are  decreased 
slightly.  The  stocks-to-use  ratio  for  1999/2000 
is  calculated  at  22.0%. 

De  La  Calle  To  Remain  in  Fox  Administration 

Early  reports  out  of  Mexico  suggest  that  Luis 
de  la  Calle,  Deputy  Secretary  in  the  Mexican 
Commerce  Department  (SECOFI)  and  Mexico's 
chief  negotiator  in  the  ongoing  sweetener  dispute 
with  the  United  States,  will  continue  in  his 
capacity  as  the  sweetener  negotiator  with  the 
incoming  Fox  Administration.  President 
Vincente  Fox  assumed  office  on  December  1, 
bringing  with  him  a  new  federal  government  and 
kicking  out  many  of  the  old  hands  who  enjoyed 
power  with  the  outgoing  Institutional 
Revolutionary  Party  (PRI).  The  PRI  had  been  in 
control  of  the  government  for  more  than  seventy 
years. 


Hearne  Cane  Planters 

Patent  No.  5,469,791 

•Fully  Automatic* 

•All  Hydraulic* 

*7'x25'  Carrying  Capacity* 

•15  acres  per  day  proven* 

•Stainless  Steel  Hoppers* 

Simple  ♦  Rugged  ♦  Reliable 
**Now  Available** 

3-rdw  Billet  Planters 

Planting  Rates  up  to  50  acres  per  day 

Hearne  Consulting,  inc. 

2440  Powers  Avenue 

Opelousas,  LA  70570 

To  place  your  order  call 

(337)942-8180 


^m^^m^h-m 


BROUSSARD 

CANE  EQUIPMENT 


"^ 


Cane 

Contractors 

Inc. 


Chopper  Type 
Cane  Harvesters 

High  Dump  Wagons 


Wholestalk 
Cane  Harvesters 

Cane  Loaders 


Contract  Harvesting 

with  Chopper 

Harvesters 


Sales  ♦  Service  ♦  Parts 


Broussard  Cane  Equipment,  LLC 


P.O.  Box  2869  •  Parks,  LA  70582  •  Phone  (337)  845-5080 


FARM    NOTES 


By  Dr.  Charley  Richard 


Harvest  Hearing  Completion  -  Earty  Freeze  - 
<Lane  Residue  -  Upcoming  Meetings 


As  of  this  writing  on  December  18,  2000, 
the  state's  sugarcane  harvest  is  about 
80%  complete.  This  varies  considerably 
with  some  factories  expecting  to  complete  the 
harvest  season  between  Christmas  and  New 
Year's  Day  while  a  few  factories  will  not  complete 
their  season  until  mid  January.  At  this  time,  with 
the  current  weather  pattern,  it  would  appear  that 
nearly  all  of  the  state's  crop  will  be  harvested  prior 
to  any  substantial  loss  from  freezing  weather. 
However,  sub-freezing  temperatures  are  again 
being  experienced  as  this  article  is  prepared. 

At  this  date,  growers  report  that  tonnage  yields 
generally  range  from  50%  below  last  year's  crop 
in  the  drought  affected  areas  to  as  high  as  10% 
above  the  1999  crop  in  a  few  areas  of  the  belt. 
Overall,  it  would  appear  that  the  state  crop  will 
be  about  12%  below  last  year's  record  crop  of  37 
tons  of  cane  per  acre.  Sugar  yields  are  currently 
at  the  state's  ten  year  average  of  200  pounds  of 
sugar  per  ton  of  cane.  This  gives  a  cane  sugar 
ratio  of  10  tons  of  cane  to  produce  one  ton  of 
sugar.  This  means  that  the  industry  will  have 
ground  more  than  half  a  ton  of  cane  more  to  make 
the  same  ton  of  sugar  as  compared  to  last  year. 
This  is  primarily  due  to  lower  sugar  content  in 
the  cane  supply  and  not  as  much  due  to  excess 
extraneous  matter  in  the  cane  supply.  Several 
factories  are  reporting  cane  deliveries  that  are 
substantially  cleaner  (free  of  leaves  and  mud)  than 
previous  year's  deliveries. 

Estimated  tonnage  and  sugar  yields  would 
provide  sugar  per  acre  yields  between  6,500  and 
6,800  pounds.  With  a  harvested  area  of 
approximately  460,000  acres,  the  industry  would 
produce  slightly  more  than  1 .5  million  short  tons 
of  sugar.  This  would  represent  a  production  figure 
about  12%  less  than  last  year's  record  crop.  Major 


factors  which  could  change  these  projections 
include  the  amount  of  rain  which  will  fall  during 
the  last  30  days  of  the  crop  and  additional  freezes 
that  might  occur. 

EARLY  FREEZE 

On  November  22,  a  freeze  of  between  27°  and 
29°  occurred  throughout  portions  of  the  cane  belt. 
Normally  the  first  freeze  of  the  season  at  these 
temperatures,  for  a  short  duration,  causes  little  to 
no  injury.  However,  the  eastern  most  and  northern 
most  portions  of  the  belt  are  showing  more  injury 
than  most  people  would  expect.  Whether  this 
visual  injury  will  result  in  actual  damage  is  still 
undetermined;  however,  it  has  certainly  caused 
some  concern  among  growers  and  processors  in 
this  area.  Normally  damage  of  this  type,  from  a 
minor  freeze,  does  not  drop  down  the  stalk  over 
time,  and  as  long  as  cooler  weather  prevails, 
minimal  damage,  if  any,  is  anticipated. 

The  one  certain  factor  is  that  in  many  areas  of 
the  belt,  the  green  canopy  that  serves  as  a 
protective  "umbrella"  over  the  crop  is  gone. 
Leaves  as  well  as  terminal  buds  are  dead  in  these 
fields  and  therefore  the  crop  is  much  more 
susceptible  to  the  second  freeze  of  the  season, 
regardless  of  its  severity.  Fortunately,  the  areas 
which  will  grind  into  January  are  primarily  in  the 
western  portions  of  the  belt  and  they  were  injured 
somewhat  less  than  the  eastern  portions. 

CANE  RESIDUE 

Estimates  are  that  as  much  as  40-50%  of  the 
first  half  of  the  crop  was  cut  green  and  not  burned 
prior  to  harvest.  On  these  fields,  there  is  a 
considerable  residue  or  mulch  layer  of  leaves  and 
tops.  Research  has  shown  that  leaving  this  mulch 
layer  can  hurt  stubble  yields.   The  injury  level 


caused  by  this  mulch  layer  depends  somewhat 
upon  the  weather  during  the  winter  season.  While 
it  can  keep  the  soil  warmer,  it  also  can  keep  the 
soil  wetter  and  this  can  result  in  deterioration  of 
the  underground  stubble  pieces.  Research  has 
shown  that  removal  of  this  residue  should  be 
undertaken  during  the  harvest  season.  It  is 
obvious,  as  one  drives  through  the  cane  belt,  that 
there  are  many  fields  which  still  have  a  mulch 
layer  on  them.  The  easiest  way  to  remove  the 
residue  is  to  burn  it  off.  Growers  should  conduct 
burning  of  the  residue  layer,  commonly  called 
secondary  burns,  utilizing  the  same  practices  as 
followed  for  primary  burns  of  pre-harvested  cane. 
It  is  somewhat  easier  with  secondary  burns  since 
an  individual  field  does  not  have  to  be  burned  on 
a  particular  day  and  growers  can  wait  for  better 
weather  conditions  before  burning.  However, 
once  the  mulch  layer  gets  wet,  it  often  stays  damp, 
and  can  be  more  difficult  to  burn. 

Some  growers  have  used  mechanical  means 
to  remove  the  mulch,  either  by  raking,  mowing, 
or  even  baling.  The  most  successful  of  these 
pieces  of  equipment  appears  to  be  a  set  of  brushes 
designed  and  patented  by  Dean  Gravois  of 
Vacherie.  After  experimenting  with  several 
designs,  he  has  settled  on  a  three-row  unit  that 
moves  the  residue  into  the  wheel  furrows.  It  is 
true  that  this  presents  another  problem  in  that  the 
furrows  remain  wetter  into  the  spring,  sometimes 
delaying  the  opportunity  to  get  back  into  the  field. 
However,  by  removing  the  residue  off  the  row 
top,  the  cane  is  allowed  to  germinate  normally, 
and  at  least  there  is  an  opportunity  to  make  a  crop. 
Failure  to  remove  the  residue  could  result  in 
serious  losses  in  germination,  and  thus,  crop 
yields.  The  bottom  line  in  using  this  equipment 
is  that  patience  is  needed  in  the  spring.  The  unit 
can  operate  at  about  3  mph,  and  therefore 
sufficient  acreage  can  be  done  in  a  day's  time  to 
make  the  practice  affordable.  Although  sufficient 
research  has  not  yet  been  completed, 
demonstrations  have  shown  that  the  residue  can 
be  removed  with  minimal  damage  to  emerging 
shoots.  It  has  also  been  demonstrated  that  as  much 
or  as  little  of  the  mulch  can  be  removed  as  the 
operator  desires. 

While  the  practice  of  green  cane  harvest  has 
not  yet  been  shown  to  be  economically  feasible 
on  an  entire  crop,  at  least  there  are  some 
alternatives  that  are  being  investigated  to  allow 


for  stubble  regrowth.  Much  research  is  needed 
to  demonstrate  the  effects  that  cane  residue  will 
have  before  this  industry  can  move  closer  to  green 
cane  harvesting.  These  would  include  changes 
in  pest  populations  (weeds,  insects  and  diseases), 
effects  on  drainage  water  quality,  alleopathic 
effects  (effects  on  germination  of  plants, 
including  cane,  from  chemicals  that  may  leach 
from  the  mulch)  and  other  factors. 

UPCOMING  MEETINGS 

There  are  a  number  of  meetings  in  the  coming 
months  that  growers  should  be  aware  of.  While 
it  is  difficult  to  see  money  flowing  into  your 
pocket  as  a  result  of  attending  meetings,  it  is 
important  for  growers  to  keep  informed  about 
what  is  going  on  around  them.  Remember,  you 
are  operating  in  a  global  community  and  simply 
knowing  what  your  neighbor  is  doing  will  not 
necessarily  provide  you  with  all  the  information 
you  will  need  to  be  able  to  compete  in  the  future. 
Included  below  are  some  of  the  meetings  that  you 
may  wish  to  mark  on  your  calendar.  If  you  need 
further  information  about  any  of  them,  please  call 
the  League  Office  for  assistance. 

Each  year  the  Louisiana  Cooperative 
Extension  Service  conducts  meetings  to  discuss 
information,  on  an  informal  basis,  with  the 
growers  and  processors  in  each  parish.  These 
meetings  are  planned  for  your  benefit,  and  brings 
researchers  and  extension  personnel  to  your 
individual  parish,  where  you  can  meet  and  discuss 
various  topics  with  them.  Not  all  of  the  parishes 
have  scheduled  their  meetings  as  of  this  date,  but 
Dr.  Ben  Legendre,  Sugarcane  Specialist  with  the 
LCES,  is  working  on  the  schedule.  County 
Agents  will  inform  you  of  when  your  particular 
parish  is  having  its  meeting.  You  should  make 
every  attempt  to  attend  at  least  the  meeting  in 
your  own  parish. 

The  American  Society  of  Sugar  Cane 
Technologists  is  the  technical  arm  of  the  industry, 
and  again,  puts  researchers,  extension  personnel, 
industry  suppliers  and  others  in  the  same  room 
with  growers  and  processors.  While  this  meeting 
in  more  formal  than  the  parish  meetings,  it  still 
provides  an  excellent  opportunity  for  industry 
members  to  hear  research  results  and  discuss 
problems  that  are  important  to  the  industry's 
survival.  This  coming  year,  the  Louisiana 
Division  of  ASSCT,  will  hold  its  annual  meeting 
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on  Tuesday  and  Wednesday,  February  6  and  7, 
2001  at  the  Radisson  Hotel  and  Conference 
Center  in  Baton  Rouge.  The  business  meeting 
will  begin  at  10:00  am  on  Tuesday,  with  the 
agricultural  section  to  follow.  The  banquet  will 
be  on  Tuesday  evening,  with  the  manufacturing 
session  to  occur  on  Wednesday  morning.  Further 
details  can  be  obtained  from  Denver  Loupe  at 
225/388-6930.  Information  can  also  be  obtained 
from  the  website  at  www.asscct.org 

The  54th  Southern  Agribusiness  Forum  will 
be  held  at  the  Doubletree  Hotel  in  New  Orleans 
on  Friday,  February  9,  2001.  While  this  meeting 
is  not  normally  one  that  most  industry  members 
attend,  it  is  a  meeting  that  attempts  to  bring  all  of 
southern  agriculture  together  and  addresses 
problems  of  mutual  interest.  With  discussions 
already  starting  on  the  next  Farm  Bill,  knowing 
the  challenges  that  other  commodities  face  can 
be  of  much  importance  to  your  future.  The  Ag 
Forum  alternates  between  various  cities  in  the  mid 
south,  and  is  being  hosted  by  the  New  Orleans 
Agribusiness  Council  this  year.  The  agenda  has 
been  set  and  has  as  its  theme:  U.S.  Agriculture — 
Who  Gives  a  Hoot!  The  meeting  will  center  on 
the  public's  perception  of  what  you  do  for  a  living, 
providing  food  for  the  citizens  of  this  country. 
The  agenda  will  feature  differing  viewpoints  on 
such  topics  as  environmental  programs, 
genetically  engineered  plants  and  animals,  and 
how  agriculture  can  work  with  the  media  to 
improve  the  communication  between  the  public 
and  producers,  researchers  and  others  involved 
in  agriculture.  This  meeting  offers  an  opportunity 
for  sugarcane  producers  to  hear  viewpoints  from 
speakers  located  around  the  country;  something 
that  you  won't  hear  at  the  local  coffee  shop! 
Registration  for  this  meeting  is  only  $25  and 
includes  lunch.  The  keynote  speaker  has  not  been 
confirmed,  but  Senator  Thad  Cochran  has  been 
invited  to  discuss  the  congressional  role  in  the 
Forum's  central  theme.  Further  information  on 
this  meeting  can  be  obtained  from  the  League 
Office. 

On  February  12  and  13,  2001  the  LSU 
Agricultural  Center  will  hold  the  Louisiana  Water 
Summit.  This  summit  will  allow  you  to  learn 
about  important  water  resource  issues  affecting 
Louisiana.  It  is  an  interactive  forum  for  idea 
exchanges  with  the  state's  water  experts  and 
policy  makers.    Growers  and  processors  are 


encouraged  to  attend.  For  more  information  on 
this  meeting,  contact  Paul  Coreil  of  the  LSU  Ag 
Center  at  225/388-2544. 

On  Monday,  February  19, 2001,  the  American 
Sugar  Cane  League  will  hold  its  annual  meeting. 
This  is  your  organization  and  thus  your  meeting. 
Senator  Mary  Landrieu  has  been  invited  as  the 
guest  speaker  for  the  meeting  and  will 
undoubtedly  share  with  the  industry  her 
perspective  of  the  work  that  Congress  will  be 
undertaking  under  the  new  administration.  This 
is  also  an  opportunity  to  hear  the  activities  of  the 
various  League  committees  and  the  work  they  are 
doing  on  your  behalf.  Of  particular  interest  will 
be  the  report  of  the  legislative  committees  as 
Chairman  Charles  Thibaut  brings  the  membership 
up  to  date  on  the  latest  plans  for  the  upcoming 
Farm  Bill  debate.  The  League  will  also  report  on 
the  research  activities  conducted  during  the  past 
year  and  discuss  options  for  future  research 
activities. 

Anew  segment  to  the  League's  annual  meeting 
will  be  the  High  Yield  Recognition  program  for 
growers  and  processors  for  the  1999  crop.  As 
mentioned  in  earlier  issues,  the  high  yield  awards 
have  been  moved  from  the  traditional  date  of 
September,  when  very  few  growers  could  attend, 
to  the  League's  annual  membership  meeting.  It 
is  hoped  that  this  will  allow  more  growers  to 
attend  and  for  better  recognition  of  those  who 
have  achieved  the  highest  yields  in  the  state. 
Awards  for  the  factories  are  also  being  discussed 
at  this  time  and  it  is  hoped  that  this  segment  of 
the  program  will  recognize  excellence  in  all 
aspects  of  industry  production.  Mark  your 
calendars  now  for  this  important  meeting  that  you 
cannot  afford  to  miss. 

The  International  Society  of  Sugar  Cane 
Technologists  has  its  24th  Congress  planned  for 
September  16-21,  2001  in  Brisbane,  Australia. 
While  this  is  a  bad  time  of  the  year  for  Louisiana 
growers  and  processors,  several  industry 
members  have  indicated  interest  in  attending.  If 
the  League  is  to  assist  individuals  in  travel 
arrangements  to  this  meeting,  plans  should  start 
immediately.  If  you  have  interest  in  attending, 
please  notify  the  League  Office  as  soon  as 
possible  so  that  proper  arrangements  can  be  made. 
Further  information  can  be  obtained  from  the 
League  Office. 


1,000  acres.  12-hour  days.  4  seasons, 


One  bank. 

Seasons  change.  The  weather's  unpredictable.  Through  it  all,  there's  one  constant  on  which 
farmers,  both  large  and  small,  know  they  can  rely:  the  Land  Bank. 

For  more  than  80  years,  we've  been  rolling  up  our  sleeves  and  helping  farmers  just  like  you. 
We're  locally  owned  and  operated,  and  ready  to  lend  you  a  financial  hand.  Whether  you're 
looking  to  buy  more  land,  update  equipment,  or  even  refinance  existing  debt. 

For  a  financial  partner  who  works  as  hard  for  your  money  as  you  do,  call  the  folks  at  the  Land 
Bank.  We'll  help  your  business  grow. 


LAND  BANK 


Part  of  the  fabric  of  rural  life. 


FEDERAL  LAND  BANK  ASSOCIATION,  FLCA 

1-877-648-LAND 

Call  now  for  information,  or  to  apply  for  a  loan  to  buy,  build,  improve,  or  refinance.  {£f 

You  can  also  visit  us  at  www.louisianalandbank.com.  SMffi" 
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Your  Trust  Is  Important  To  Us 

Confidence  and  trust  in  a  financial  institution 

is  something  that  is  earned. 

It  starts  with  employees  who  are  knowledgeable,  qualified 

and  dedicated  to  providing  good  service. 

At  First  South  PCA  your  trust  is  important  to  us. 


Ml 


Lester  Simon  Harvey  Gonsoulin 

New  Iberia  Thibodaux 

(337)  364-02 1 7  (504)  446-9450 

First  South  PCA 


A 
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Agricultural  Lender 

Give  us  a  call! 
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CASE  IH  SUGAR 


Successful  cane  growing  is  all  about 
return-on-investment,  particularly 
with  capital-intensive  heavy  equipment. 
The  brand  which  delivers  the  best 
return  on  this  investment  is  the  brand 
that  delivers  lower  owning  and  operating 
costs,  a  longer  productive  life  and 
generates  higher  resale  value. 

The  brand  is  Case  IH  Austoft 
because  it  offers  a  range  of  integrated 
equipment  and  support  technologies  that 


improve  viability  today  and  sustainability 
for  tomorrow. 

A  broad  range  of  massively  powerful 
two-wheel  drive  and  four-wheel  drive 
tractors  and  the  efficient,  reliable  planting 
and  tillage  equipment  to  pull  behind  them. 
Unique  Austoft  harvesters,  packed  from 
front  to  back  with  innovative  features  that 
are  proven  in  every  aspect  of  their  role. 
Big  new  Powerhauls  and  Trailhauls  are 
integrated  to  maximize  harvest  productivity. 


CANE  SYSTEMS 


Austoft  is  the  original,  and  still  the  best, 
when  it  comes  to  cane  harvesting  systems. 

Excellent  service,  flexible  financing, 
broad  availability  of  genuine  parts,  and 
friendly,  professional  advise  from  your 
Case  IH  Austoft  dealer,  make  Case  IH 
Austoft  cane  systems  the  best  choice  for 
your  long-term  capital  investment  of 
agricultural  equipment. 


^ 

AUSTOFT  AMERICAS 

12771  WESTLINKS  DRIVE,  UNIT  #1 
FT.  MYERS,  FLORIDA  33913     USA 
TEL:  (941)  561-7844 
FAX:  (941)  561-7855 

CASE  CORPORATION 

700  STATE  STREET 

RACINE,  WISCONSIN   53404     USA 

www.casecorp.com 


The  Role  of  Audubon 
Sugar  Institute 


Dr.  P.W.  Rein 

Audubon  Sugar  Institute 


The  Audubon  Sugar  Institute  has  a  long  history  and  a  proud  tradition,  and  has  educated  some  fine 
sugar  technologists  and  sugar  engineers.  In  the  past  it  drew  many  people  to  Louisiana,  and  earmarked 
LSU  as  a  sugar  industry  center  of  excellence.  There  have  been  many  changes  at  Audubon  over  the 
years,  but  in  the  last  few  years,  both  the  sugar  industry  and  the  research  environment  have  changed 
significantly.  In  these  times  of  rapid  change  it  is  appropriate  to  look  at  the  role  of  Audubon  Sugar 
Institute  (ASI)  both  now  and  into  the  future. 

Over  the  last  nine  months,  I  have  had  the  opportunity  to  interact  with  a  broad  range  of  existing  and 
potential  stakeholders  in  Audubon  Sugar  Institute.  The  time  has  come  for  us  to  attempt  to  define  its 
role  and  plan  a  way  forward  to  the  benefit  of  the  Louisiana  Industry. 

The  Role  of  Audubon  Sugar  Institute 

A  process  has  been  started  in  which  the  staff  and  faculty  participate  in  a  strategic  planning  process, 
to  consider  the  environment  in  which  we  operate,  consider  the  history,  and  establish  the  strengths 
and  weaknesses  of  ASI.  This  has  resulted  in  a  new  Mission  Statement,  which  is  as  follows: 
To  foster  a  center  of  excellence,  for  applied  and  original  sugar  research,  which  exceeds 
the  expectations  of  our  stakeholders  in  Louisiana  and  the  international  sugar 
industry,  through  innovative  research,  technology  transfer  and  education. 

The  important  process  involved  is  to  get  all  ASI  people  agreed  on  future  direction  and  objectives. 
It  has  become  clear  from  this  process  that  the  major  focus  of  ASI  must  be  sugar,  and  that  the  Louisiana 
mills  should  be  the  core  stakeholders  in  ASI.  The  opinions  of  nearly  all  the  mills  have  been  sought 
over  the  last  few  months,  and  in  general,  there  is  a  real  desire  on  the  part  of  the  mills  to  have  a  fruitful 
association  with  ASI.  This  is  however,  not  necessarily  true  for  the  refining  industry  in  Louisiana. 

The  almost  universal  view  has  been  that  the  mills  would  like  to  see  more  of  ASI  staff  at  the  mills, 
that  they  be  involved  more  closely  with  what  is  going  on  in  the  mills,  and  that  ASI  people  should  be 
involved  in  more  practical  work  of  greater  direct  relevance  to  the  mills. 

There  also  seems  to  be  a  place  for  ASI  to  act  as  a  catalyst  in  encouraging  a  freer  flow  of  information, 
with  and  between  mills,  and  by  actively  seeking  to  promote  technology  transfer. 

The  mills  see  a  role  for  ASI  in  promoting  education  and  training  and  believe  that  ASI  should  once 
again  provide  the  industry  with  properly  trained  people  to  run  the  sugar  mills. 

A  further  role  of  ASI  is  to  keep  in  touch  with  new  technologies,  to  identify  potential  new 
technologies  of  value,  and  get  involved  in  them,  if  and  when  they  start  to  become  of  interest  to  sugar 
processors. 

ASI  must  identify  particular  research  areas  in  which  they  are  exceptionally  skilled  and  experienced, 
and  nurture  the  skills  in  these  areas.  These  core  competencies  are  generally  hard  to  copy,  at  least  in 
the  short  term,  and  will  set  the  organization  apart.  The  core  competencies  should  then  be  the  vehicle 
whereby  new  research  is  attracted  to  ASI,  and  the  reason  why  other  research  institutes  would  wish  to 
form  strategic  alliances  with  us. 

Although  the  bulk  of  ASI's  support  comes  from  Louisiana,  interest  has  been  expressed  by  all  the 
Florida  sugar  companies  in  participating  in  some  way  in  ASI's  activities.  In  fact  it  is  essential  that 
ASI  remain  international,  to  keep  up  to  date  with  new  developments  in  sugar  processing,  and  to  be 
participants  in  extending  the  frontiers  of  the  technology. 
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Research  Funding 

In  the  last  few  years,  funding  from  the  League  dropped  substantially.  Indications  are  however, 
that  they  are  prepared  to  increase  their  funding  significantly  if  they  see  the  benefits  they  expect,  and 
in  fact  a  willingness  to  fund  ASI  to  a  greater  extent  is  already  evident. 

It  is  prudent  to  assume  that  State  funding  will  not  increase  in  the  foreseeable  future.  Funding  will 
therefore  continue  to  be  a  big  issue  in  the  on-going  management  of  ASI.  There  will  be  an  on-going 
need  to  look  continually  for  outside  funds. 

It  stands  to  reason  that  with  significant  outside  funding,  the  sources  of  the  funding  tend  to  set  the 
direction  in  which  the  research  work  will  go.  If  ASI  is  to  be  a  predominantly  sugar  research  institute, 
it  will  need  to  increase  its  outside  funding  from  the  sugar  industry,  and  reduce  its  dependence  on 
funding  from  non-sugar  companies. 

ASCL  funding  on  factory  research  (to  ASI  and  SPRI)  this  year  is  of  the  order  of  25c/ton  sugar. 
Comparison  with  other  sugar  industries  shows  that  the  amount  of  research  expenditure  by  the  Louisiana 
industry  is  less  than  half  that  in  other  countries. 

It  seems  likely  that  additional  research  funding  could  be  obtained  from  the  Florida  mills  and 
perhaps  from  other  mills  or  industries.  If  sufficient  funding  is  not  available  from  the  sugar  industry 
in  Louisiana,  it  is  reasonable  to  pursue  this  route.  These  "outside"  mills  would  need  to  have  a  structure 
in  place  to  ensure  that  they  too  get  the  return  they  want  out  of  ASI  research. 

It  is  necessary  to  formalize  the  extent  of  outside  (non-sugar)  confidential  work.  It  seems  reasonable 
to  keep  some  of  the  lucrative  work  not  directly  related  to  sugar.  There  is  considerable  expertise  in  the 
value-added  products  area  at  ASI,  but  it  seems  that  the  industry  as  a  whole  will  not  support  this  work. 
However,  it  is  suggested  that  such  work  not  necessarily  be  discontinued,  but  should  be  individually 
or  syndicate  funded. 

At  the  end  of  the  day,  the  local  and  international  reputation  of  ASI  is  immensely  important  in 
efforts  to  secure  funding.  A  proven  track  record  and  well-established  credibility  are  essential  attributes 
for  which  ASI  should  strive. 

Consideration  will  also  be  given  to  soliciting  contributions  from  corporate  sponsors  and  the  Alumni 
of  ASI. 

The  Concept  of  an  Advisory  Research  Board 

There  is  potential  for  conflict  with  the  industry  in  setting  research  priorities.  Research  priorities 
should  be  set  by  mutual  consent,  taking  into  account  the  different  requirements  of  various  stakeholders: 

•  the  sugar  mills  have  problems  which  are  generally  short  term  in  nature 

•  the  University  requires  high  quality  and  quantity  research  output 

•  the  faculty  see  opportunities  in  the  future  for  improved  processing  efficiencies  by  embarking 
on  longer  term  research  programs 

Control  over  the  way  research  funds  are  spent  can  be  maintained  by  inviting  the  research  funders 
to  sit  on  an  Advisory  Research  Board,  composed  of  funders'  representatives  and  LSU  AgCenter 
representatives,  who  approve  an  annual  research  program,  after  first  soliciting  research  suggestions 
from  all  interested  parties. 

This  approach  involving  an  Advisory  Research  Board  administering  a  core  research  budget  has  a 
number  of  advantages: 

•  ASI  sees  much  greater  continuity  in  its  work 

•  The  funders  have  control  over  research  spending 

•  The  funders  are  able  to  monitor  closely  the  performance  of  ASI 

•  Much  better  communication  between  the  funders  and  researchers  occurs,  improving 
technology  transfer 

•  The  Board  helps  set  research  priorities  in  the  face  of  conflicting  requirements 

•  ASI  has  the  support  of  its  Board  in  pursuing  the  agreed  research  programs. 

In  order  to  pursue  this,  each  Louisiana  Mill  is  being  asked  to  nominate  one  individual  to  serve  on 
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a  Steering  Committee,  which  it  is  envisaged  will  become  the  forerunner  of  the  Advisory  Research 
Board. 

ASI  Staffing  and  Organization 

The  optimum  staff  numbers  and  skills  will  depend  on  the  extent  to  which  the  structure  and  scope 
of  ASI  activities  changes.  Approval  has  already  been  obtained  for  two  extra  posts,  one  funded  by 
LSU  and  the  other  by  the  League.  One  will  cover  electronics  and  instrumentation,  and  the  other,  all 
the  analytical  chemistry  work.  The  common  infrastructure  needs  to  be  improved  to  make  ASI  a 
productive  research  outfit. 

With  a  greater  emphasis  on  helping  the  mills,  it  may  be  necessary  to  make  some  changes  to  the 
way  extension  is  handled. 

Attention  must  be  given  to  the  on-going  development  of  faculty  and  staff.  They  need  to  be  given 
opportunities,  continuously,  to  broaden  their  skills  and  experience  and  to  provide  service  and  results 
of  excellent  quality.  The  ways  in  which  the  researchers  can  be  rewarded  for  outstanding  work  need 
to  be  identified  and  applied,  particularly  as  academic  salaries  are  low,  and  there  is  little  flexibility  to 
reward  outstanding  performance  adequately.  The  attraction  and  retention  of  excellent  people  is  key 
to  the  success  of  ASI. 

ASI  receives  infrastructural  back  up  from  the  Agricultural  Center  in  the  form  of  administration, 
personnel  and  computer  services.  These  services  are  vital,  but  the  bureaucracy  is  counter-productive 
and  frustrating.  Present  systems  of  financial  reporting  are  totally  unsatisfactory.  Considerable  progress 
has  been  made  however,  and  it  is  hoped  in  the  near  future  to  have  accurate,  timely  and  reliable 
financial  reports  available  for  all  faculty  members. 

The  infrastructure  supporting  ASI  has  been  allowed  to  deteriorate.  The  library  and  filing  system 
are  useless  and  out-dated.  The  computers  in  ASI  are  generally  old  models,  which  in  a  number  of 
cases  are  not  able  to  run  current  software.  Furniture  and  fixtures  are  shabby,  and  the  office  building 
is  in  need  of  repair  and  painting.  Progress  is  being  made  in  these  areas,  and  in  particular  the  building 
up  of  the  information  systems  in  ASI  must,  in  time,  come  to  be  a  valuable  part  of  the  intellectual 
capital  of  ASI. 

A  great  deal  of  the  equipment  in  the  factory  building  is  very  old,  and  certain  structures  are  unsafe 
and  do  not  conform  to  safety  regulations.  The  laboratories  are  not  well  designed,  and  are  spread  over 
three  floors.  The  separate  buildings  for  administration  offices  and  the  factory  are  inconvenient.  This 
detracts  seriously  from  the  requirement  to  have  all  employees  in  the  same  area,  able  to  interact  more 
easily  on  a  formal  and  informal  basis.  This  is  important  in  the  quest  to  mould  ASI  into  a  cohesive 
team. 

While  a  new  facility  would  be  very  much  better,  it  would  mean  losing  the  advantage  of  the 
current  location,  next  to  chemical  engineering  with  whom  we  co-operate  in  workshop  services,  and 
next  to  the  steam  supply  provided  by  Facility  Services.  Abetter  and  cheaper  option,  which  would  be 
less  disruptive,  would  be  to  uprate  the  existing  factory  building.  It  is  an  historic  building,  of  sound 
structure,  having  supported  factory  equipment  in  the  past,  and  any  money  spent  on  it  would  add 
value  and  improve  the  appearance  considerably.  The  4th  floor  is  not  used  at  all,  and  is  ideal  for 
faculty  offices. 

The  Small  Mill  as  a  Research  Facility 

The  future  of  the  factory  is  a  difficult  issue.  It  appears  that  it  is  no  longer  an  option  to  run  the 
factory  continuously,  because  of  the  environmental  implications  of  running  a  sugar  factory  in  the 
middle  of  a  busy  university  campus.  The  option  of  moving  it  either  to  the  research  station  at  St 
Gabriel  or  to  a  nearby  mill  needs  to  be  considered.  Relocating  it  rather  than  revamping  it  in  place 
also  provides  the  option  of  updating  its  archaic  design,  and  providing  a  modern  facility  capable  of 
handling  billeted  cane. 

This  is  a  tremendous  facility  to  have,  both  as  a  training  aid  and  for  undertaking  manageable  plant 
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scale  experiments.  It  would  set  ASI  apart  as  having  a  unique  facility,  enabling  it  to  do  work  which  no 
other  institute  can  consider.  Specifically,  it  would  enable  the  following: 

•  investigation  of  the  effect  of  cane  varieties  on  sugar  quality  and  sugar  recovery 

•  a  comparison  of  the  effect  of  billeted  vs  wholestalk  cane 

•  accurate  evaluation  of  the  effect  of  cane  delays  on  processing 

evaluation  of  the  feasibility  of  different  separation  techniques  in  the  production  of  raw  and 
white  sugar 

•  provision  of  a  training  ground  linked  to  ASI's  teaching  unequalled  anywhere  in  the  world. 
Sources  of  financing  the  relocation  and  upgrading  of  the  mill  to  be  considered  include  participating 

mills  in  Louisiana  or  elsewhere,  the  University,  and  equipment  suppliers.  A  feasibility  study  will  be 
undertaken,  including  the  revenue  earned  from  producing  sugar,  the  cost  of  production,  the  cost  of 
operating  and  maintaining  the  facility,  the  effect  of  the  location  on  the  ability  to  crush  cane  out  of  the 
normal  season,  and  of  course,  the  cost  of  relocating  useful  equipment,  manufacture  of  new  equipment 
and  the  installation  cost.  The  capital  cost  of  the  facility  can  be  reduced  by  means  of  soliciting  donations 
of  equipment  from  major  suppliers  and  scrounging  equipment  and  parts  from  the  Louisiana  mills. 

Interaction  with  other  LSU  departments  and  other  research  institutes 

Post-graduate  students  from  Food  Science  and  Microbiology  departments  are  currently  being 
supervised  by  Faculty  members.  However,  there  appears  to  be  inadequate  collaboration  with  the 
other  LSU  disciplines  which  have  a  large  interface  with  sugar  processing,  namely  chemical, 
mechanical,  biological  engineering,  and  chemistry.  These  departments  represent  a  resource  in  LSU, 
which  could  be  profitably  incorporated  into  multi-disciplinary  projects. 

Thought  should  be  given  to  appointing  adjunct  professors  from  each  of  these  departments  to  the 
faculty  of  ASI,  to  assist  in  the  implementation  of  inter-disciplinary  projects.  This  would  help  too  to 
raise  the  awareness  of  ASI  on  the  LSU  campus  in  general,  as  well  as  help  to  get  more  student 
projects  going  in  ASI. 

In  a  moderately  sized  research  institute,  we  cannot  expect  to  have  the  resources  to  be  expert  in  all 
fields.  Collaboration  with  others  enables  a  broader  field  to  be  covered.  It  enables  work  to  be  done 
which  is  beyond  the  technical  and  financial  resources  of  any  one  member.  It  is  also  a  way  therefore 
of  sharing  research  risk. 

ASI  is  not  alone  in  seeing  the  potential  benefit  in  research  collaboration.  Both  the  Sugar  Research 
Institute  of  Australia  and  the  Sugar  Milling  Research  Institute  in  South  Africa  have  declared  an 
interest  in  some  form  of  collaboration.  Some  of  the  larger  sugar  companies  (e.g.  British  Sugar)  have 
declared  collaborative  research  to  be  one  of  their  strategies.  In  addition  the  possibility  of  links  with 
Copersucar  (Brazil)  and  perhaps  one  of  the  European  based  research  organizations  should  be 
investigated.  It  is  highly  desirable  to  have  an  international  network,  and  it  is  likely  that  this  can  also 
help  to  bring  in  additional  research  funds.  Relationships  with  the  new  Head  of  SPRI  are  good  and 
collaboration  is  already  taking  place. 

Education  and  Training 

There  is  almost  unanimous  support  for  the  idea  that  ASI  should  be  the  provider  of  suitable  education 
and  training  for  the  sugar  industry.  ASI  has  offered  a  number  of  short  courses  over  the  years,  and 
continues  to  do  so.  These  have  met  with  mixed  success,  and  in  the  past  two  years,  only  three  of  the 
six  courses  offered  were  run  at  all. 

The  Louisiana  industry  has  expressed  some  disquiet  with  employing  graduates,  as  the  other 
industries  around  the  area  offer  higher  salaries,  and  bright  young  graduates  get  lured  away.  In  practice 
it  may  be  necessary  for  the  Louisiana  sugar  to  pay  well-educated  and  well-trained  people  more 
money,  as  it  is  expected  that  the  net  benefit  to  them  in  terms  of  improved  profitability  would  be 
considerable. 

An  undergraduate  program  in  sugar  is  being  pursued.  A  program  is  being  set  up  with  the  support 
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of  the  department  of  Biological  &  Agricultural  Engineering,  allowing  a  Minor  in  Sugar  Engineering 
to  be  taken  in  Chemical,  Mechanical  or  Biological  Engineering.  It  is  possible,  also,  to  incorporate  a 
period  of  time  during  the  crushing  season  at  a  local  sugar  mill  as  a  period  of  internship  if  desired.  It 
will  also  be  possible  to  offer  a  masters  program  in  engineering  utilizing  these  courses  and  a  sugar 
oriented  research  program. 

The  re-instatement  of  courses  at  ASI  would  be  beneficial  for  the  research  effort,  as  teaching  always 
complements  and  stimulates  research.  Teaching  gets  us  closer  to  our  target  markets,  so  that  we  become 
more  useful  to  our  clients.  In  addition,  more  graduate  students  would  be  available  for  projects.  It 
would  need  to  be  advertised  internationally  to  ensure  the  critical  mass  required  to  keep  the  program 
going. 

ASI  Profile 

The  Audubon  Sugar  Institute  no  longer  has  the  reputation  it  once  had  in  the  University,  or  in  the 
State,  or  in  the  world  sugar  industry.  There  needs  to  be  a  concerted  effort  to  raise  its  profile  in  all 
these  areas.  Reputation  and  credibility  are  vital  attributes,  which  ASI  must  strive  to  achieve  and 
maintain.  Financial  support  relies  on  this. 

In  these  times  of  increasing  competition,  strengthening  the  brand  name  is  most  important.  Audubon 
is  well  known  among  the  older  generation  in  the  international  sugar  industry,  but  virtually  unknown 
among  the  younger  people.  There  is  considerable  room  to  promote  ASI  more  comprehensively. 

Better  contact  with  alumni  is  a  way  in  which  ASI  can  be  promoted  amongst  an  influential  body  of 
people. 

The  website  is  a  vital  window  into  the  organization  and  must  be  given  more  attention.  It  must  be 
updated  and  continually  kept  current  and  interesting.  It  should  play  an  important  part  in  publicizing 
ASI's  activities  and  skills,  and  should  be  used  more  comprehensively  as  a  medium  for  disseminating 
information.  It  is  envisaged  that  it  will  be  used  for  communicating  performance  results  to  mills 
(presently  weekly  molasses  analyses  are  displayed),  for  exchanging  information  of  a  technical  nature, 
for  promoting  technology  transfer  to  the  mills,  and  to  be  a  source  of  abstracts  and  other  technical 
information.  It  should  also  contain  a  searchable  selection  of  ASI  and  other  technical  reports. 

Organizational  Options 

There  would  seem  to  be  a  number  of  possible  scenarios  for  ASI  in  terms  of  its  size,  scope  and 
organization.  These  range  from  little  change  apart  from  an  emphasized  sugar  focus,  to  moderate 
increases  in  scope  and  size,  to  drawing  in  all  US  Mainland  cane  sugar  enterprises,  to  becoming 
totally  international.  Other  options  include  partial  or  total  privatization. 

Each  of  the  options  has  advantages  and  disadvantages,  and  will  need  to  be  pursued  with  our  main 
stakeholders.  In  the  first  instance,  formal  contact  with  the  Florida  growers  is  envisaged  to  get  their 
ideas. 

Conclusions 

The  Audubon  Sugar  Institute  should  have  a  clear  sugar  focus.  The  mechanism  for  setting  funding 
levels  and  setting  research  priorities  through  an  Advisory  Research  Board  needs  to  be  put  in  place.  It 
should  re-introduce  teaching  in  undergraduate  and  graduate  programs  to  augment  research  efforts 
and  keep  ASI  in  touch  with  its  stakeholders. 

ASI  has  some  clear  advantages  in  the  global  sugar  research  arena.  It  has  the  backing  of  a  university, 
and  a  well  established  though  now  diminishing  brand  name  as  a  sugar  institute  of  renown.  It  is  not 
tied  only  to  only  one  country's  sugar  industry,  and  has  the  potential  to  operate  as  an  international 
institute  to  the  benefit  of  LSU  and  the  Louisiana  sugar  industry. 

It  has  good  pilot  plant  and  laboratory  facilities,  and  is  well  placed  in  Louisiana.  In  order  to  realize 
these  advantages,  the  infrastructure  and  buildings  need  to  be  upgraded.  It  should  be  possible  to  take 
Audubon  back  to  the  position  it  previously  occupied  as  the  premier  international  sugar  institute. 
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ENVIRONMENTAL  PERSPECTIVE 


By  idmes  F.  Cocrver,  P.E. 
O.E.C.,  Inc. 


It  is  now  more  than  five  weeks  since  the 
elections,  and  it  has  not  yet  been  determined  who 
will  be  the  new  President.  Because  executive 
policy  and  appointment  of  a  USEPA 
Administrator  will  have  a  profound  effect  on 
environmental  affairs,  the  environmental 
perspective  is,  at  this  point,  bleary. 

During  the  recent  pre-election  political 
campaigns,  environmental  issues  were  addressed 
mostly  in  an  indirect  and  usually  negative  way, 
rather  than  forthrightly  and  truthfully.  For 
instance,  one  candidate  tried  to  imply  that  another 
was  anti-environmental,  largely  responsible  for 
the  severe  air  pollution  conditions  in  Houston, 
Texas.  In  truth,  the  Houston  area  was  in  air 
pollution  trouble  before  either  candidate  was 
born,  and  due  to  the  explosive  growth  of  industry 
and  population  during  and  after  World  War  II, 
got  much  worse  as  did  air  pollution  conditions  in 
most  other  major  metropolitan  areas  of  the  world. 
Furthermore,  the  Federal  Clean  Air  Act  was  in 
effect  for  over  a  quarter  century  before  the 
accused  candidate  was  elected  governor  of  the 
State  of  Texas.  Environmental  rhetoric  during 
the  campaign  went  downhill  from  that  point. 

The  incoming  president ,  whoever  is  elected 
or  appointed  by  Congress,  will  inevitably  have  a 
lot  of  influence  on  current  environmental  issues 
facing  the  Louisiana  Sugar  Cane  Industry.  One 
major  issue  is  the  new  TMDL  regulations 
discussed  in  the  October  2000  issue  of  The  Sugar 
Bulletin.  This  is  the  program  Congress  refused 
to  fund  during  FY  2001 ,  requesting  instead  that  a 
competent  scientific  and  economic  evaluation  of 
the  proposed  program  be  made  by  some  agency 
other  than  USEPA,  but  the  Clinton  Administration 
acted  quickly  to  promulgate  TMDL  regulation 
(that  becomes  effective  in  FY  2002)  before 
Congress  could  move  to  prevent  such  action.  The 
TMDL  program  is  the  one  through  which  EPA 


proposed  to  impose  its  own  decisions  on  how  and 
where  farms  can  operate  instead  of  relying  on  the 
voluntary  Best  Management  Practices  (BMPs) 
now  being  accomplished  through  cooperation 
with  the  State  Department  of  Agriculture  and 
Forestry.  If  the  incoming  president  allows  the 
same  or  a  similar  EPA  administration  to  continue, 
the  environmental  perspective  can  only  darken 
further. 

Because  of  the  devious  procedures  and 
obviously  flawed  pseudo-science  by  which  the 
USEPA  has  been  declaring  inappropriate  and 
mostly  unnecessary  rules  for  the  past  eight  years, 
the  prestigious  National  Research  Council,  after 
a  review  of  EPA's  research  program  and  peer 
review  process,  recently  released  an 
uncomplimentary  and  critical  report 
recommending  profound  changes  at  EPA 
including  the  hiring  of  competent  scientists  and 
the  appointment  of  a  new  Deputy  Administrator 
for  Science  and  Technology.  Hopefully,  the 
advice  will  be  heeded  by  the  incoming  President, 
and  the  upcoming  TMDL  rules  put  on  hold  until 
a  proper  evaluation  can  be  made  and  a  corrected 
rule,  if  such  a  rule  is  actually  needed,  adopted. 

The  sharp  rise  in  crude  oil  prices  last  summer 
caused  much  attention  to  energy  related  matters 
during  the  campaign  but  obscured  the  candidates 
viewpoints  on  energy  related  environmental 
matters.  When  one  candidate  pointed  out  the 
consequences  of  the  present  lack  of  a  realistic 
energy  policy  for  economy  and  national  defense, 
another  concentrated  on  the  environmental 
necessity  of  abandoning  mining  and  use  of  fossil 
fuels  for  environmental  reasons,  obviously  not 
thoroughly  considering  the  devastating  economic 
and  secondary  environmental  consequences  of 
such  a  course  of  action.  Only  yesterday,  the  price 
of  natural  gas  hit  an  all-time  high!  If  the  new 
president  does  not  bring  a  long  range  solution  to 
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the  nation's  energy  problems,  rising  fuel  costs 
may  put  cane  farmers  out  of  business  before 
environmental  misregulation  can  do  so. 

One  issue  that  was  mostly  avoided,  adroitly, 
during  the  recent  campaign  was  global  warming. 
In  1997  the  Vice  President  of  the  United  States, 
representing  the  Clinton  Administration, 
committed  this  nation  to  the  "Kyoto  Climate 
Treaty"  which  calls  for  worldwide  reduction  of 
carbon  dioxide  emissions,  primarily  by  a  very 
large  reduction  of  fossil  fuel  burning  in  the 
United  States,  much  lower  reductions  in  other 
developed  countries,  and  no  restrictions  at  all  in 
"developing"  nations.  This  was  agreed  to 
without  having  made  any  determination  of  actual 
costs  and  environmental  and  social 
consequences  to  the  United  States  of  America. 
This  so-called  treaty  was  nearly  unanimously 
rejected  by  the  U.S.  Senate. 

While  the  recent  political  campaign  was 


underway,  another  U.N.  Conference  on  global 
warming  was  convening  at  The  Hague.  At  that 
convening,  the  Clinton  Administration  attempted 
to  "save  face"  by  proposing  a  compromise  (treaty) 
containing  provisions  that  might  be  more 
acceptable  to  the  U.S.  Congress.  The  compromise 
proposed  credit  for  carbon  dioxide  reduction 
arising  from  expanded  forest  and  agricultural 
production,  a  consideration  of  some  interest  to 
the  sugar  cane  industry.  However,  other  U.N. 
Conference  participants  rejected  any  such 
compromise. 

A  new  President  is  due  to  be  inaugurated  by 
the  time  this  article  is  published.  Hopefully  that 
new  President  will  cause  common  sense  and 
sound  scientific  facts  to  guide  this  nation's  future 
domestic  and  foreign  environmental  policies  and 
affairs,  and  the  "environmental  perspective"  made 
clear  for  everyone  to  see. 


PRELIMINARY  NOTICE  •  2  DAY  UNRESERVED  PUBLIC  AUCTION 


Ocala,  Florida 


For  a  detailed  list  of  additional  equipment  being  sold,  please  visit  our  website  at  rbauction.com 

February  21  &  22,  2001  (Wednesday  &  Thursday) 
Sale  Site:  1890  NW  63rd  Street,  Ocala,  FL,  34475-3061  Fax:  (352)  401  -0450 


CALL  FOR  A  FREE  BROCHURE 


(RfKU6BftOS 
Auction— a 

FOR  INFORMATION  ON  OTHER  RITCHIE  BROS.  AUCTIONS  PLEASE  CONTACT  -  TEL  (402)  421-3631  OR 


(352)  401-0460 


rb: 


1-800-663-8457  •  FAX:  (402)  421-1738 


rbauction.com 


UNRESERVED  -  EVERYTHING  SELLS  TO  THE  HIGHEST  BIDDER 


THE  DIFFERENCE 
IS  NOW 

CRYSTAL  CLl 


CLEAN 


Cane  Harvestings^    Equipment 


LEMANN'S 

Farm  Supply,  Inc. 


Donaldsonville 
(225)  473-7927  (504)  447-3776 


Ask  about    _         __ 

Case  Credit  ■  ■  ■■  ■    CASE  CREDI1 

financing 
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THE  BATON  ROUGE  UNE 


By  Tom  5pra<Jley 
Spra<Hey  &  Spradley 


Hot  Spring  in  2001 

On  the  last  Monday  in  March  the  Louisiana 
Legislature  will  meet  to  do  it's  regular  business. 
But  this  next  session  will  be  anything  but 
"regular".  Last  year  a  large  majority  of  the 
legislators  voted  for  a  tax  package  that  was 
resoundingly  rejected  by  the  voters  of  the  state 
by  a  two  to  one  margin.  After  voting  for  this 
package  in  a  special  session  prior  to  the  regular 
session  the  senators  and  representatives  went 
home  for  a  week  of  two  to  interface  with  their 
constituents.  Some  of  them  got  their  brains 
bashed. 

It  looks  as  though  the  people  of  the  state  think 
a  $14  billion  budget  is  enough  to  run  the  state. 
The  administration  tells  a  convincing  story  that 
will  make  you  think  that  $  14  billion  is  not  enough. 
Ultimately  the  people  will  define  "what  is 
enough"  and  the  administration  is  not  getting  any 
help  from  the  media.  The  Governor's  inability  to 
get  the  media  to  take  his  side  in  such  issues  is  not 
unusual.  They  seldom  see  their  task  as  apologist 
for  any  administration,  much  less  Foster's. 

So,  look  for  teeth,  hair  and  eyes  all  over  the 
road  (to  quote  Brother  Dave  Garner)  when  this 
group  gets  together  next  spring.  Cuts  are  difficult. 
Over  eighty  per  cent  of  the  budget  is  protected 
from  cuts  by  the  state  constitution  or  court 
mandate  and  the  only  things  without  such 
protection  are  higher  education  and  hospitals. 
Secretary  of  Hospitals  David  Hood  says  he  is 


down  to  the  bone  and  future  cuts  will  be  done  by 
actually  closing  hospitals  and  such.  There  are 
plans  being  formulated,  which  will  alleviate  the 
situation  but  not  in  the  short  run.  This  could  be 
one  of  the  meanest  sessions  in  many  years. 
Failure  to  fix  this  problem  could  result  in  a  large 
turnover  among  the  legislators  we  know  and  love 
in  the  next  election. 

Breaux  for  Energy  Secretary/Governor? 

Senator  John  Breaux  has  been  broadly 
mentioned  for  two  political  plums  on  opposite 
ends  of  the  spectrum.  Governor  for  one.  The 
other  rumor  is  that  President-elect  Bush  wants 
him  to  be  Energy  Secretary.  Senator  Breaux  has 
close  associates  that  say  the  Governor  gig  would 
suit  him  just  fine.  He  would  be  a  developer  of 
important  policy,  which  could  really  help  fix 
things  back  home,  if  he  were  Governor.  And  there 
isn't  anyone  who  thinks  he  couldn't  win. 

But  these  same  associates  say  that  as  Secretary 
of  Energy  he  would  be  wasting  enormous  talent 
by  simply  implementing  someone  else's  policy 
and  that  isn't  very  appealing. 

But  the  latest  has  it  that  our  senior  Senator  is 
in  the  best  position  in  his  political  life  as  the 
dealmaker  between  an  evenly  divided  Senate  and 
a  Republican  administration.  He  has  the  power, 
read  that  the  respect  of  his  senate  colleagues  to 
pull  coalitions  into  harmony  and  really  be 
effective  in  Washington.  Look  for  this  to  happen. 


Our  fluids 
make  sugar. 


Ouachita 


Fertilizer 


New  Iberia,  LA        (337)  367-8233 


UAP 

MIDSOUTH 


Thibodaux,  LA 
(504)  447-4081 

New  Roads,  LA 
(225)  638-8343 


Jeanerette,  LA 
(337)  276-5051 

Lemann's  Farm  Supply 
Donaldsonville,  LA 
(225)  473-7927 
Satellite  Plant 
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ADDRESS  CHANGE  ECDA4 


Please  verify  that  your  address  is  correct  on  the  address  label  that  appears 
on  the  front  cover.  If  your  address  is  incorrect,  please  fill  out  the  form 
below  and  return  to  the  American  Sugar  Cane  League.  Please  list  your 
phone  numbers  also  so  that  it  may  be  included  in  the  database. 

I I        Please  change  my  address  to  the  address  that  appears  below. 

I I       Please  remove  my  name  from  the  mailing  list.  I  no  longer  wish  to 

receive  The  Sugar  Bulletin. 

My  correct  address  is: 


Name 


Farm  Operation 
Address 


City 


State 


Zip 


E-Mail  Address  _ 
Phone  Numbers: 


Office 

Home 

Shop 

Mobile 

Pager 

Fax 


Please  return  to: 


American  Sugar  Cane  League 
P.O.  Drawer  938 
Thibodaux,  LA  70302-0938 
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CLASSIFIEDS    -    FOR    SALE 


Broussard  2-row  Harvester,  4-wheel 
drive  -  $45,000;  Thompson  3-row  Plow  - 

$3,000.  Call  (318)  346-6174  or  (318)  838- 
2505. 

(2)  new  10-ton  Billet  Wagons  (Never 
Used)  with  30  inch  tires,  $21,000  each. 
Contact  Daniel  @  (337)  373-3942,  Keith 
@  (337)  373-0547,  Ricky  @  (337)  373- 
0549  or  the  shop  at  (337)  367-1980. 

1997  Cameco  10  ton  High  Dump  Billet 
Wagon  -  $20,000;  JD  200  LC  Excavator 

(1800  hours)  with  hydraulic  thumb,  quick 
coupler,  digging  bucket,  clean-out  bucket, 
&V-bucket- $130,000;  1999  Shop  Made 
3-row  3-point  hitch  Fertilizer  Applicator 

with  500  gal.  tank,  hydraulic  pump,  & 
coulter  knives  -  $2,500.  From  family 
operation.  Call  (225)  627-4862  (leave  a 
message)  or  (225)  627-9459  (evenings). 

1988  Int'l  Truck  -  $9,500;  Auto  Planter  - 

$3,500.  Call  Johnny  McCollum  at  (504) 
446-0136. 

Int'l  1086  Hi-Crop  w/tank  &  rack-  $3,000; 
1993  Cameco  CHT  2500  Chopper 
Harvester  -  $50,000.  Call  (225)  937-0846 
(day)  or  (225)  627-9577  (evenings),  ask  for 
David  Jarreau. 

1 985  2-row  Broussard  Cutter,  cab  &  air  - 

$60,000.  WILL  TRADE  FOR  SINGLE- 
ROW  CUTTER.  Call  (318)  346-7385. 

1996  2-row  LaCane  Tiger  Loader,  2,000 
hrs.,  excellent  condition  -  $58,000;  20  - 
New  16.9x28  R1W  tires;  20  -  New 
1 6.9x30  R1 W  tires  -  $495  each.  Call  (337) 
879-7932  (W)  leave  message. 

1983  Single-row  Broussard  Harvester, 

double  ends  &  scroll,  CAT  3208  engine, 
New  18-4-  38  tires,  with  pulling  wheel, 
shredder  topper  -  $13,000;  JD  4840  with 
new  trans  &  engine  overhauled  in  '97  - 
$12,000;  856  Hi-Clearance  Int'l  -  $2,500; 
3-row  Bottom  Type  Plow  Int'l,  heavy  duty 
and  gauge  wheels  -  $3,000;  4-row  JD 
style  with  gauge  wheels  and  cyclers  - 


$3,000;  JD  4240,  Hi-clearance  1981;  1 
front  mount  spray  rig  with  200-gal.  tank  - 
$100;  JD  Disk  Plow,  heavy  duty,  17'  - 
$1 ,000;  Rolling  Cultivator,  Lilliston,  4-row 

-  $200;  Rolling  Cultivator,  Lilliston,  3-row 

-  $75;  Int'l  3-row  Chopper  -  $700;  3  one- 
row  shavers  -  best  offer;  200  gal.  3-  row 
Sprayer  w/cylinders  -  $400.  Call  Damiam 
Pierre  at  (337)  229-6932. 

Broussard  Cane  Loader  with  chain  pilar 
and  backhoe;  3  Tandum  Cane  Wagons 

with  60  ton  Army  Hitches,  extra  wheels  and 
hubs;  18-Wheeler  quick  hitch  on  rear  end 
with  tongue  used  to  pull  trailers.  Call 
Russell  Judice  at  (337)  394-4727. 

Family  Farm  equipment:  1996  2-row 
Broussard  Harvester,  cab/air,  extended 
front  end,  extended  piling  gate,  JD  power. 
1992  2-row  Broussard  Harvester,  cab/air, 
extended  front  end,  extended  piling  gate, 
JD  power.  Both  ready  and  repaired.  4  sets 
Direct  Haul  Chain  Net  Wagons,  13.6  x 
24  grader  tires.  Call  (337)  365-5036  night 
or  day  or  (337)  373-7791  and  ask  for 
Thomas. 

1992  Cameco  S-30  Single-row 
Harvester,  cab  &  air  with  extended  gate 
and  front  end  to  accommodate  4-rows  in 
one,  gathering  arms  have  been  extended. 
Front  wheel  pull.  Excellent  Condition  - 
$42,000.  Call  (337)  276-4547  office,  (337) 
276-4778  home,  or  (337)  276-7070  shop. 

Ingersol  Dresser  Model  14  well  head  - 
$11,000;   Thomson  3-row  Cultivator  w/ 

off  bars  -  $2,250;  ;  Shop  Made  Land 
Leveler  -  $800;  Shop  Made  Spray  Rig 
Boomer  -  $450;  Huval  Ditcher  -  $500. 
Call  Gary  Lavergne  @  (337)  945-7988 
mobile  or  (337)  942-5370  home. 

New  Sugarcane  Module  for  Billeted  cane 
-$10,500.  Call  (337)  856-4622. 

Side  Dump  Sugar  Cane  Billet  Trailer  for 

sale,  $13,000.  Call  Charlie  C.  Guidry  337- 
893-2300.  Fax  337-898-0074. 
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COMMERCIAL  MEMBERS  OF  THE 

AMERICAN  SUGAR  CANE  LEAGUE  OF  THE  U.S.A.,  INC. 


The  Bank  of  Commerce 

P.  O.  Box  517,  White  Castle,  LA  70788 

BASF  (formerly  American  Cyanamid) 

P.  O.  Box  10955,  New  Iberia,  LA  70562 

Bayer  Corporation 

300  Legacy  Dr.,  Pineville,  LA  71360 

Broussard,  Bush  &  Hurst,  Inc. 

11764  Haymarket  Dr.,  Baton  Rouge,  LA  70816 

Broussard  Cane  Equipment,  LLC 

P.  O.  Box  2869,  Parks,  LA  70582 

CAMECO  Industries,  Inc. 

P.  O.  Box  968,  Thibodaux,  LA  70302 

Cane  Equipment  Cooperative,  Inc. 

25265  Hwy.  1  South,  Plaquemine,  LA  70764 

Case  IH 

441  E.  Magnolia  St.,  Eunice,  LA  70535 

Coastal  Sugar  Producers  Co-op  Association 

P.  O.  Box  1509,  Winnie,  TX  77665 

CoBank 

Jackson  Region,  407  Briarwood  Dr.,  Suite  205-C 
Jackson,  MS  39206 

Cost  Management  Services,  Inc. 

A  Member  Company  of  Huval  Insurance  Group 
P.  O.  Box  80978,  Lafayette,  LA  70598-0978 

The  Cottonport  Bank 

P.  O.  Box  367,  Cottonport,  LA  71327 

Dravo  Lime  Company 

Pelican  State  Division 

12797  Scenic  Highway,  Baton  Rouge,  LA  70807 

Duplantier,  Hrapmann,  Hogan  &  Maher 

Certified  Public  Accountants 

1340  Poydras  St.,  Suite  2000,  New  Orleans,  LA  70112 

Dupont  Ag  Products 

458  McCown  Rd.,  Welsh,  LA  70591 

Estes  Refractory 

P.  O.  Box  94,  Jeanerette,  LA  70544 

First  South  PCA 

P.  O.  Box  667,  Thiboduax,  LA  70302 
P.  O.  Box  10908,  New  Iberia,  LA  70562 

Gulf  Engineers  &  Consultants,  Inc. 

9357  Interline  Ave.,  Baton  Rouge,  LA  70809 

Hibernia  National  Bank 

P.  O.  Box  3597,  Baton  Rouge,  LA  70821 
P.  O.  Box  819,  Thibodaux,  LA  70302 


Louisiana  Commerce  &  Trade  Assn. 

(Specializing  in  Workman's  Comp  and  other  Commercial  Insurance) 
1010  Florida  Blvd.,  Baton  Rouge,  LA  70802 

Louisiana  Federal  Land  Bank  Association 

P.  O.  Box  432,  Opelousas,  LA  70571 
P.  O.  Box  1208,  Port  Allen,  LA  70767 

Material  Resources,  Inc. 

P.  O.  Box  1183,  Port  Allen,  LA  70767 

Monsanto 

204  Cresthill,  Youngsville,  LA  70592 

M  &  L  Industries 

1210  St.  Charles  St.,  Houma,  LA  70360 
3811  Hwy.  90  East,  Broussard,  LA  70518 
5810  Airline  Hwy,  Baton  Rouge,  LA  70805 

M.J.  Naquin,  Inc. 

205  Arms  St.,  Thibodaux,  LA  70301 

Nadler,  Inc. 

P.  O.  Box  359,  Plaquemine,  LA  70765 

Ouachita  Fertilizer 

3714  Old  Spanish  Trail  E.,  New  Iberia,  LA  70560 

Plaquemine  Bank  &  Trust 

P.  O.  Box  626,  Plaquemine,  LA  70765-0626 

Quality  Industries 

118  W.  Main,  P.  O.  Box  406,  Thibodaux,  LA  70302 

Regions  Bank 

P.  O.  Box  11240,  New  Iberia,  LA  70562-1240 
P.  O.  Box  587,  Franklin,  LA  70538 

Rohm  &  Haas 

503  S.  Michot  Dr.,  Lafayette,  LA  70508 

Southern  Agribusiness  Associates 

120  Southpointe  Dr.,  Suite  B,  Jackson,  MS  39212 

Spectra-Physics  Laserplane 

703  Fragala,  Rayville,  LA  71269 

Standard  Supply  &  Hardware  Co.,  Inc. 

P.  O.  Box  60620,  New  Orleans,  LA  70160 

3-D  Chemical,  Inc. 

P.  O.  Box  607,  St.  Martinville,  LA  70582 

Viking  Trailers 

803  W.  Seale  St.,  Nacagdoches,  TX  75964 

Washington  State  Bank 

P.  O.  Box  128,  Washington,  LA  70589 

Westway  Trading  Corp. 

365  Canal  St.,  Suite  2200,  New  Orleans,  LA  70130 

Whitney  National  Bank 

228  St.  Charles  Ave.,  New  Orleans,  LA  70130 

Zeneca  Ag  Products 

125  Kirkwood  Lane,  Youngsville,  LA  70592 


The  Sugar  Bulletin 
206  E.  Bayou  Road 
Thibodaux,  LA  70301 


Serials   Services   -  Gifts  &  Exchange 
Troy  H.   Middleton  Library 
LSU  Libraries   -   LSU 
Baton  Rouge,    LA  70803 
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Announcing  the 

Seventy-Eighth  Annual  Meeting 

of  the 

American  Sugar  Cane  League 

of  the 
U.S.A.,  Inc. 

Monday,  February  19,  2001  -  IO;00  a.m. 

Thibodaux  Civic  Center 
310  N.  Canal  Blvd.,  Thibodaux,  Louisiana 

Registration  begins  at  9:00  a.m. 

At  this  meeting  there  will  be  an  election  of  members 

of  the  Board  of  Directors  to  serve  during  the  ensuing  year. 

A  luncheon  will  follow  the  meeting  at  12  Noon. 

Senator  Mary  Landrieu  has  been  invited  to  be  the  guest  speaker. 

(See  Up  Front  with  the  League  for  more  information) 

The  League  Foundation  will  also  hold  a  meeting  to  elect  a  Board  of  Directors. 

All  members  of  the  League  will  please  consider  this  an 
official  notice  to  attend. 
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The  Official  Organ  of  the  American  Sugarcane  League  of  the  U.S.A.  Inc. 

Charles  J.  Melancon/Editor,  President  and  General  Manager 

Charles  A.  Richard,  Ph.D./Vice  President  and  Director  of  Research 

Windell  R.  Jackson/Senior  Agronomist 

Herman  Waguespack,  Jr./Agronomist 

John  Constant/Business  Manager 

Nannette  B.  Nickens/Secretary 

Paul  G.  Borron  Ill/Legal  Counsel 


Washington  Representative 
Don  Wallace  Associates,  Inc. 
499  South  Capitol  Street,  S.W. 
Suite  600 

Washington,  D.C.  20003 
Phone:(202)554-1222 


Editorial  and  Executive  Office 
206  East  Bayou  Road 
Thibodaux,  LA  70301 
Phone:  (504)  448-3707 
FAX:    (504)448-3722 
e-mail:  constant@amscl.org 


Washington  Consultant 
The  Macon  Edwards  Co. 
600  Pennsylvania  Ave.,  Suite  320 
Washington,  D.C.  20003 
Phone:(202)969-8110 


Baton  Rouge  Representative 
Spradley  and  Spradley 
10634  North  Oak  Hills  Parkway,  Suite  B 
Baton  Rouge,  LA  70810 
Phone:(225)766-1359 


Officers  and  Members  of  the  Board  of  Directors  of  the  American  Sugar  Cane  League 


Warren  Harang  III,  Donaldsonville,  LA 

Chairman  of  the  Board 
Jackie  Theriot,  St.  Martinville,  LA 

Vice  Chairman 
Charles  J.  Melancon,  Thibodaux,  LA 

President  and  General  Manager 
Charles  A.  Richard,  Ph.D.,  Thibodaux,  LA 

Vice  President  and  Director  ofReasearch 


Don  Wallace,  Washington,  D.C. 

Vice  President  of  Government  Relations 
Irving  Legendre,  Jr.,  Thibodaux,  LA 

Secretary 
Craig  Caillier,  Franklin,  LA 

Treasurer 


Henry  Adolph,  Napoleonville,  LA 

David  Allain,  Jeanerette,  LA 

Ronald  Blanchard,  Napoleonville,  LA 

Grady  Bubenzer,  Bunkie,  LA 

Michael  Daigle,  Belle  Rose,  LA 

Daniels  "Dan"  Duplantis,  Raceland,  LA 

John  F.  Gay,  Plaquemine,  LA 

Ronald  Gonsoulin,  New  Iberia,  LA 

Dean  Gravois,  Vacherie,  LA 

Ronald  Guillotte,  Jr.,  Jeanerette,  LA 

George  "Scrap"  Hymel,  Gramercy,  LA 

Jackie  Judice,  New  Iberia,  LA 

Robert  "Bobby"  Judice,  Franklin,  LA 

Buckley  Kessler,  White  Castle,  LA 

Wilson  LeBlanc,  Jeanerette,  LA 

A.  J.  "Brother"  LeBourgeois,  Baldwin,  LA 

Lawrence  "Boo"  Levert  III,  St.  Martinville,  LA 

Chris  Mattingly,  Paincourtville,  LA 

Jerome  "Jerry"  McKee,  Thibodaux,  LA 

Daniel  Naquin,  Thibodaux,  LA 


Carl  Newton,  Batchelor,  LA 
Anthony  Parris,  New  Iberia,  LA 
Rivers  Patout,  Jeanerette,  LA 
Kenneth  Peltier,  Thibodaux,  LA 
Matthew  "Butch"  Plauche,  Brusly,  LA 
Glynn  Rivet,  Rosedale,  LA 
R.  L.  "Bobby"  Roane,  Jeanerette,  LA 
Howard  Robichaux,  Labadieville,  LA 
Raphael  Rodriguez,  Franklin,  LA 
Mel  Schudmak,  White  Castle,  LA 
Frank  Sotile,  Donaldsonville,  LA 
David  Stewart,  Lakeland,  LA 
Donald  Segura,  New  Iberia,  LA 
Charles  Thibaut,  Donaldsonville,  LA 
Tommy  Thibodeaux,  New  Iberia,  LA 
Carlton  Townsend,  Bunkie,  LA 
William  Vallot,  Abbeville,  LA 
Daniel  P.  Viator,  Youngsville,  LA 
Leonard  Waguespack,  II,  St.  James,  LA 
Kirk  Walker,  Welsh,  LA 
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Hibernia  offers  an  easier  way  to  grow. 


The  Bank  For  Business 
Is  The  Bank  For  Leasing. 


For  years,  Hibernia  has  been  working  hard 

to  meet  the  needs  of  businesses. 

We've  taken  that  commitment  further  by  adding 

equipment  leasing  to  our  long  roster  of  business  services. 

Leasing  enables  you  to: 

Leave  lines  of  credit  free  for  other  needs. 

Free  up  capital  for  investment. 

Hedge  against  inflation. 

Gain  tax  advantages. 

Finance  100%  of  the  purchase  price  of  your  equipment.  * 

Hibernia's  capital  and  operating  lease  programs 

are  flexible  like  our  annual  payment  lease. 

We  can  arrange  a  program  to  meet  the  special  needs 

of  your  business.  Best  of  all,  we're  offering  our  leasing  services 

through  the  business  bankers  you've  come  to  know  and  trust. 

To  learn  more  about  our  equipment  leasing  programs 

and  what  they  can  do  for  your  business, 

call  the  Commercial  Equipment  Leasing  Department  toll  free  at: 

800-562-9007,  extension  3-2864 


HIBERNIA 

Where  service  matters.™ 

*Normal  credit  qualifications  apply. 
©  2000     Member  FDIC.    www.hibernia.com 


U  P  FRONT  WITH  THE    LEAOUE 


By  Charlie  A\eldncon 


Annual  Meeting  of  the 
American  Sugar  CLane  League 


The  Seventy-Eighth  Annual  Meeting  of  the 
American  Sugar  Cane  League  will  be  held 
Monday,  February  19,  2001,  at  the  Thibodaux 
Civic  Center  in  Thibodaux,  Louisiana. 
Registration  will  begin  at  9:00  a.m.  and  the 
meeting  will  be  called  to  order  by  Chairman  of 
the  Board  Warren  J.  Harang,  III  at  10:00  a.m. 

The  first  order  of  business  will  be  nominations 
and  election  of  the  Board  of  Directors  for  the 
ensuing  year.  Following  the  election  there  will 
be  reports  from  the  Finance  Committee, 
Legislative  Committee  and  Research  Committee. 
Any  other  business  to  come  before  the  general 
membership  will  be  considered  before 
adjourning. 

Beginning  this  year,  the  High  Yield  Awards 
Program  will  be  held  in  conjunction  with  the 
Annual  Meeting.  This  luncheon  has  for  many 
years  been  held  during  the  Louisiana  Sugar  Cane 
Festival  in  September.  Because  of  the  lack  of 
participation  from  many  of  the  recipients  due  to 
planting,  and  now  harvesting,  a  committee  has 
decided  that  it  would  be  in  the  best  interest  of 
everyone  to  move  the  program  to  this  time  of 
year.  It  is  my  hope  that  we  can  once  again  have 
the  participation  and  excitement  that  should  be 
given  to  this  type  of  program. 

Senator  Mary  Landrieu  has  been  invited  to 
be  the  guest  speaker.  It  is  unknown,  at  this  time, 
if  she  will  speak  before,  during,  or  after  lunch. 
But,  plans  will  be  made  according  to  her 
schedule. 

PLEASE  REMEMBER  TO  RETURN 
THE  RSVP  CARD  STAPLED  TO  THE 
MIDDLE  OF  THIS  ISSUE.  THIS  WILL  AID 
US  IN  GETTING  A  HEAD  COUNT  FOR 
THE  MEAL. 

The  Board  of  Directors  and  Staff  of  the 


League  urge  your  attendance  and  solicit  your 
input  at  the  annual  meeting. 

Report  of  the  Nominating  Committee 

The  following  individuals  were  nominated  at 
the  annual  committee  meeting  to  serve  on  the 
American  Sugar  Cane  League  Board  of  Directors 
beginning  on  February  19,  2001. 

Grower  Members 

Henry  Adolph 

David  Allain 

John  Gay 

Ronald  Gonsoulin 

Dean  Gravois 

Warren  Harang,  III 

George  "Scrap"  Hymel 

Jackie  Judice 

Robert  "Bobby"  Judice 

Lawrence  "Boo"  Levert,  III 

Jerome  "Jerry"  McKee 

Daniel  Naquin,  Jr. 

Carl  Newton 

Howard  Robichaux 

Raphael  Rodriguez 

Donald  Segura 

Frank  Sotile 

Charles  Thibaut 

Carlton  Townsend 

William  Vallot 

Daniel  Viator 

Kirk  Walker 

Processor  Members 
Ronald  Blanchard 
Grady  Bubenzer 
Randy  Butcher 
Craig  Caillier 
Michael  Daigle 


Dan  Duplantis,  Sr. 
Ronald  Guillotte,  Jr. 
Buckley  Kessler 
Irving  E.  Legendre,  Jr. 
Wilson  LeBlanc 
A.J.  "Brother"  LeBourgeois 
Chris  Mattingly 
Anthony  Parris 
Rivers  Patout 
Kenneth  Peltier 
Matthew  "Butch"  Plauche 
R.L.  "Bobby"  Roane 
Mel  Schudmak 
David  Stewart 
Jackie  Theriot 
Tommy  Thibodeaux 
Leonard  Waguespack,  II 

Again,  I  hope  I  will  see  you  on  Monday, 
February  19  in  Thibodaux. 

Mother  Nature 

After  five  years  of  favorable  weather,  Mother 
Nature  arrived  in  such  a  way  to  remind  us  who 
actually  is  the  ultimate  authority  in  this  world. 
An  extended  drought  which  has  caused  damage 
to  everything,  from  the  agricultural  crops,  to  the 
Louisiana  marshes  and  its  fisheries.  And,  now, 
we  are  hearing  fierce  debate  over  water  rights  in 
this  state.  Of  all  places,  Louisiana,  a  state  that 
no  one  would  ever  associate  with  lack  of  water. 

Then,  "she"  also  sent  those  dreaded  freezes 
that  everyone  somewhat  remembered  from  the 
past,  but  had  not  seen  in  several  years.  We  may 
have  been  lucky.  Some  may  say  that  I'm  being 
foolish  to  say  that  we  were  lucky,  but  when  I  see 
what  the  Floridians  received,  I  guess  I  am  being 
quite  fair  in  suggesting  that  we  just  might  have 
been  lucky.  Regardless,  it  is  good  that  we  have 
gotten  through  another  grinding  season,  and  now 
growers  and  processors,  alike,  can  begin  the 
inevitable  preparation  for  next  year's  harvest.  I 
just  hope  it  wasn't  to  painful  an  experience! 

F.  Neal  Bolton 

This  past  week  (January  9)  the  industry  and 
I  lost  a  good  friend.  For  those  of  you  who  didn't 
have  the  pleasure  of  ever  meeting  Neal,  he  was 
formerly  the  Secretary  /  Treasurer  of  Caldwell 
Sugar  Co-  op.  and  General  Manager  of  St.  James 
Sugar  Co-op.  respectfully.    I  knew  Neal  long 


before  I  came  to  the  League.  He  always  seemed 
to  be  able  to  make  one  feel,  when  meeting  up 
with  him,  that  he  was  glad  to  see  you.  He  was 
always  the  eternal  optimist.  Even  when  you 
knew  he  had  some  personal  dilemmas  or 
problems,  he  always,  outwardly,  appeared  to  be 
upbeat.  Neal  was  the  consummate  "team" 
player.  He  may  not  have  agreed  with  a  position 
on  an  issue,  and  he  would  express  his  opinion 
and  argue  his  side,  but  if  the  majority  was  in 
support,  you  would  find  Neal,  after  expressing 
himself,  right  there  as  part  of  the  team.  I'll  miss 
his  smiling  face  and  happy  smile  that  always 
seemed  affixed  to  his  face.  My  condolences  to 
his  family.  Thank  you  for  letting  us  share  him 
with  you  through  the  years. 

On  another  note,  Bobby  Roane  who  has  been, 
it  seems,  associated  with  Jeanerette  Sugar  Co- 
op forever,  has  been  in  the  hospital  for  a  number 
of  weeks.  Now,  let  me  dispel  the  rumor  that  he 
is  actually  the  same  age  as  the  co-op!  That  is 
not  so!  So,  now  Bobby,  I  have  resolved  that 
little  issue.  Actually,  Bobby  has  been  in  the 
hospital  in  Lafayette  for  a  number  of  weeks.  It 
is  now  fair  to  say  "months."  Our  thoughts  and 
prayers  are  with  Bobby,  who  started  this  ordeal, 
initially,  with  back  problems,  then  developed 
complications.  Bobby,  I  hope  you're  home  soon 
and  back  on  your  feet  sooner. 

Farm  Bill 

Recently,  Charles  Thibaut  had  the  opportunity 
to  meet  with  House  Ag  Committee  Leadership. 
The  feeling  that  Charles  left  the  meetings  with 
was  that  of  optimism  about  the  future  of  farm 
programs,  and  specifically  that  of  sugar.  In 
general,  they  shared  a  concern  for  U.S.  Ag  policy 
and  voiced  support  to  help  strengthen  the 
American  farming  families'  ability  to  continue 
and  prosper  in  this  century.  The  leadership  of 
the  League  Board  will  be  meeting  with  the 
Louisiana  Farm  Bureau  Sugar  Advisory 
Committee  on  January  15th,  at  which  time  he 
will  share  that  information  with  the  group. 
Congressman  Combest  has  requested  of  all 
commodity  groups  to  appear  before  his 
Committee  over  the  next  several  months  to 
discuss  problems  in  our  present  programs,  and 
to  make  suggestions  for  remedying  these 
problems.  We  appreciate  the  Chairman's 
concern,  openness,  and  frankness. 


WASHINGTON  UPDATE 


By  Don  Wallace 


Narrowly  Divided  Congress  Oreets  Bush 


The  incoming  George  W.  Bush 
Administration  will  begin  work  in 
uncharted  territory  soon,  as  it  seeks  to 
engage  a  107th  Congress  that  consists  of  an 
evenly  split  Senate  and  a  narrowly  split  House. 
Although  Republicans  will  technically  maintain 
majority  voting  power  in  the  Senate,  with  Vice 
President-elect  Dick  Cheney  representing  the  tie- 
breaking  vote,  Democrats  sought,  and  received, 
agreement  for  equal  partisan  representation  on 
all  Senate  committees,  reflecting  the  equal,  50- 
50,  membership  of  the  Senate,  at  large.  The 
agreement  between  Majority  Leader  Trent  Lott 
(R-MS)  and  Minority  Leader  Tom  Daschle  (D- 
SD)  creates  parity  on  all  committees  and 
subcommittees  and  empowers  either  leader  to 
put  a  bill  or  nomination  on  the  calendar  if  a 
committee  is  deadlocked  on  a  discharge  vote. 
In  addition,  more  than  $10  million  has  been 
added  to  the  FY  2001  budget  to  pay  for  increased 
Democratic  staffers,  since  equal  panel 
representation  means  equal  staffing. 

A  new  Congress  also  brings  the  usual 
organizational  changes  to  Committees.  In  the 
House,  new  faces  will  take  the  gavel  on  several 
relevant  panels,  due  to  the  majority's  self- 
imposed  term  limits  on  committee  and 
subcommittee  chairmanships.  Representative 
Terry  Everett  (R-AL)  will  be  the  Chairman  of 
the  new  House  Agriculture  Subcommittee  on 
Specialty  Crops  and  Foreign  Agriculture 
Programs,  which  has  jurisdiction  over  sugar, 
foreign  agriculture  assistance  and  trade 
promotion,  among  other  things.  Representative 
Saxby  Chambliss  (R-GA)  will  assume  control 


of  the  House  Agriculture  Subcommittee  on 
General  Farm  Commodities  and  Risk 
Management,  which  has  jurisdiction  over  the 
Commodity  Credit  Corporation  and  crop 
insurance,  among  other  things.  Chairman  Larry 
Combest  (R-TX)  will  retain  the  gavel  of  the  full 
House  Agriculture  Committee,  having  assumed 
that  position  at  the  beginning  of  the  106th 
Congress.  While  there  will  be  several  new 
members  of  the  full  committee,  subcommittee 
rosters  have  not  yet  been  announced.  Democrats 
had  not  announced  the  Ranking  Member  posts 
as  of  this  writing. 

Representative  Henry  Bonilla  (R-TX)  will  be 
the  new  Chairman  of  the  House  Appropriations 
Subcommittee  on  Agriculture.  Former 
Chairman  Joe  Skeen  (R-NM)  moves  over  to 
become  the  new  Chairman  of  the  Subcommittee 
on  Interior. 

In  the  Senate,  Democrats  have  announced 
their  committee  assignments.  As  of  this  writing, 
Republicans  have  not  yet  announced  their 
committee  assignments.  With  equal  committee 
representation,  Democrat  leaders  have  extra 
seats  to  give  out.  Senators  Zell  Miller  (D-GA), 
Debbie  Stabenow  (D-MI),  Ben  Nelson  (D-NE), 
and  Mark  Dayton  (D-MN)  will  serve  on  the 
Senate  Agriculture  Committee,  joining  Ranking 
Member  Tom  Harkin  (D-IA),  and  Senators  Pat 
Leahy  (D-VT),  Kent  Conrad  (D-ND),  Tom 
Daschle  (D-SD),  Max  Baucus  (D-MT),  and 
Blanche  Lincoln  (D-AR). 

Our  own  Senator  Mary  Landrieu  (D-LA)  will 
serve  on  the  Senate  Appropriations  Committee, 
joining  Senator  Tim  Johnson  (D-SD)  as  new 


faces  to  this  ever-important  panel.  Newcomers 
to  the  Senate  Finance  Committee,  which  has 
jurisdiction  over  trade  policy,  include  Senators 
Jeff  Bingaman  (D-NM),  John  Kerry  (D-MA), 
Robert  Torricelli  (D-NJ),  and  Blanche  Lincoln 
(D-AR).  They  join  Senator  John  Breaux  (D-LA) 
who  will  continue  his  service  on  the  panel. 

Combest  to  Hold  Hearings  on  Farm  Policy 

The  House  Agriculture  Committee  has 
announced  it  will  hold  hearings,  beginning  in 
February  or  March,  to  receive  specific  farm 
commodity  program  recommendations  from 
producer  groups.  Chairman  Combest  is  seeking 
to  design  legislation  that  will  provide  more 
permanence  and  consistency  in  addressing  the 
perpetually  low  market  prices  afflicting  virtually 
all  crops. 

Recently,  industry  representatives  met  with 
Chairman  Combest  to  discuss  the  unique 
pressures  facing  sugar  and  to  hear  his  thoughts 
on  what  options  should  be  explored  during  the 
hearings. 

Veneman  Nominated  to  Head  Agriculture 
Department 

President-elect  Bush  has  named  former  U.S. 
Department  of  Agriculture  (USDA)  Deputy 
Secretary  Ann  Veneman  as  his  choice  to  be  the 
next  Agriculture  Secretary.  A  native  of 
California,  Ms.  Veneman  brings  a  wealth  of 
experience  to  the  post,  having  climbed  through 
the  USDA  ranks  during  the  1980's  and  early 
'90's.    During  the  Reagan  Administation,  she 


served  as  Associate  Administrator  of  the  USDA 
Foreign  Agriculture  Service.  Later,  under  the 
elder  Bush  Administration  she  was  appointed 
Deputy  Under  Secretary  for  international  affairs 
and  commodity  programs.  In  1991,  President 
Bush  promoted  her  to  Deputy  Secretary,  a 
position  she  held  for  the  remainder  of  the  Bush 
Administration.  After  her  work  in  Washington, 
Ms.  Veneman  returned  to  California,  where  she 
served  as  Secretary  of  the  California  Department 
of  Food  and  Agriculture,  from  1995-1999. 

Through  her  work,  Ms.  Veneman  was  involved 
in  negotiation  of  the  North  American  Free  Trade 
Agreement  (NAFTA),  as  well  as  the  Uruguay 
Round  GATT  negotiations. 

January  WASDE  Lowers  Production 
Expectations 

The  USDA  has  released  the  January  2001 
report  of  the  World  Agricultural  Supply  & 
Demand  Estimates,  projecting  total  domestic 
production  for  the  coming  year  to  reach  8.538 
million  short  tons,  raw  value,  or  less  than  130,000 
tons  below  last  month's  projection.  Expected 
demand  is  unchanged,  resulting  in  a  stocks-to- 
use  ratio  of  18.8%. 

Estimates  of  beet  output  sugar  are  down  by 
80,000  tons,  to  a  total  of  4.370  million  tons,  due 
to  less-than-expected  area  harvested  of  2000-crop 
sugarbeets.  Expected  cane  production  is  lowered 
50,000  tons,  to  a  total  of  4.168  million  tons. 
Projections  of  Louisiana's  are  down  65,000  tons, 
due  to  lower  than  expected  sugar  yield  per  ton. 
Higher  yields  in  Florida  translate  to  an  increase 
of  50,000  tons  in  expected  output  there. 
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NEW,  USED  AND  REBUILT  TRACTOR  PARTS 

WE  HAVE  THE  BEST  PRICES  ON  BUSH  HOGS,  BOX 

BLADES,  POST  HOLE  DIGGERS  &-  MUCH  MORE 


VISIT  US  ON  THE  WEB  @  www.canetractorpartsinc.com 
KING  KUTTER  DISTRIBUTORS 

1-800-259-3453  OR  337-276-3453 
WE  BUY  TRACTORS  &  FARM  EQUIPMENT 


1,000  acres.  12-hour  days.  4  seasons* 


One  bank. 

Seasons  change.  The  weather's  unpredictable.  Through  it  all,  there's  one  constant  on  which 
farmers,  both  large  and  small,  know  they  can  rely:  the  Land  Bank. 

For  more  than  80  years,  we've  been  rolling  up  our  sleeves  and  helping  farmers  just  like  you. 
We're  locally  owned  and  operated,  and  ready  to  lend  you  a  financial  hand.  Whether  you're 
looking  to  buy  more  land,  update  equipment,  or  even  refinance  existing  debt. 

For  a  financial  partner  who  works  as  hard  for  your  money  as  you  do,  call  the  folks  at  the  Land 
Bank.  We'll  help  your  business  grow. 


L7VNDBANK 


Part  of  the  fabric  of  rural  life. 


FEDERAL  LAND  BANK  ASSOCIATION,  FLCA 

1-877-648-LAND 

Call  now  for  information,  or  to  apply  for  a  loan  to  buy,  build,  improve,  or  refinance. 
You  can  also  visit  us  at  www.louisianalandbank.com. 


CASE  IH  SUGAR 


Successful  cane  growing  is  all  about 
return-on-investment,  particularly 
with  capital-intensive  heavy  equipment. 
The  brand  which  delivers  the  best 
return  on  this  investment  is  the  brand 
that  delivers  lower  owning  and  operating 
costs,  a  longer  productive  life  and 
generates  higher  resale  value. 

The  brand  is  Case  IH  Austoft 
because  it  offers  a  range  of  integrated 
equipment  and  support  technologies  that 


improve  viability  today  and  sustainability 
for  tomorrow. 

A  broad  range  of  massively  powerful 
two-wheel  drive  and  four-wheel  drive 
tractors  and  the  efficient,  reliable  planting 
and  tillage  equipment  to  pull  behind  them. 
Unique  Austoft  harvesters,  packed  from 
front  to  back  with  innovative  features  that 
are  proven  in  every  aspect  of  their  role. 
Big  new  Powerhauls  and  Trailhauls  are 
integrated  to  maximize  harvest  productivity. 


-:t 


CANE  SYSTEMS 


Austoft  is  the  original,  and  still  the  best, 
when  it  comes  to  cane  harvesting  systems. 

Excellent  service,  flexible  financing, 
broad  availability  of  genuine  parts,  and 
friendly,  professional  advise  from  your 
Case  IH  Austoft  dealer,  make  Case  IH 
Austoft  cane  systems  the  best  choice  for 
your  long-term  capital  investment  of 
agricultural  equipment. 


^ 

AUSTOFT  AMERICAS 

12771  WESTLINKS  DRIVE,  UNIT  #1 
FT.  MYERS,  FLORIDA  33913     USA 
TEL:  (941)  561-7844 
FAX:  (941)561-7855 

CASE  CORPORATION 

700  STATE  STREET 

RACINE,  WISCONSIN   53404     USA 

www.casecorp.com 


THE  DIFFERENCE 
IS  NOW 

CRYSTAL  CL 


CLEAN 


Cane  Harvesting r\\    Equipment 


LEM  ANN'S 

Farm  Supply,  Inc. 


Donaldsenville  Thibodaux 

(225)  473-7927  (504)  447-3776 


Ask  about    L 

Case  Credit  1  CASE  CREDI1 

financing 
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FARM    NOTES 


By  Dr.  Charley  Richard 


Crop  Completed  -  Starting  Next  Year's  Crop 


On  January  12,  2001,  the  harvest  season 
for  the  2000/2001  campaign  was 
completed  as  the  Enterprise  Factory 
was  the  last  mill  to  finish  its  grinding  campaign. 
The  eighteen  factories  in  the  industry  ground  just 
over  15,500,000  tons  of  cane  for  the  season. 
With  an  estimated  harvest  acreage  of  about 
460,000  acres,  this  would  provide  a  yield  of 
about  33.5  gross  tons  cane  per  acre.  Sugar 
production  dropped  off  sharply  in  the  last  few 
weeks  of  the  harvest  season  in  those  factories 
that  were  still  operating.  This  was  largely  a  result 
of  the  freezing  temperatures  that  occurred 
numerous  times  during  the  month  of  December 
and  early  January  as  well  as  the  muddy 
conditions  brought  on  by  the  rains  of  December. 
Estimates  are  that  the  industry  will  average 
slightly  more  than  200  pounds  of  sugar  per  ton, 
raw  value  for  the  season.  These  yields  would 
result  in  approximately  6,700  pounds  of  sugar 
per  acre  for  the  2000/2001  harvest  campaign. 
Total  production  of  sugar  should  exceed 
1,570,000  tons  of  sugar,  raw  value. 

While  lower  than  most  growers  would  have 
wanted,  these  per  acre  yields  were  higher  than 
pre-harvest  estimates  which  predicted  that 
production  would  be  reduced  by  more  than  10% 
as  a  result  of  the  summer  drought.  Actual  yields 
of  the  2000/2001  campaign  will  demonstrate  that 
losses  from  the  previous  season  amount  to  only 
some  9%.  While  this  number  may  not  appear 
serious  to  those  outside  the  industry,  the  fact  is 
that  the  real  losses  from  the  drought  were  not 
experienced  uniformly  across  the  industry.  As 
noted  in  earlier  articles,  Vermillion  and  St. 
Landry  Parishes  probably  had  some  of  the  worst 
of  the  drought  affected  cane.  Other  areas  also 
had  fields  which  may  have  yielded  only  50%  of 


what  should  have  been  produced.  However,  as 
a  result  of  good  growth  during  the  early  fall, 
some  areas  recovered  well  and  overall  yield 
losses  turned  out  to  be  less  than  expected. 

While  per  acre  yield  of  cane  tonnage  was 
reduced  by  9%  and  sugar  per  ton  was  some  5% 
lower  than  1999,  harvested  acreage  was 
increased  by  some  7%  over  the  previous  year. 
Therefore,  total  production  of  sugar  in  the 
industry  for  2000/2001  was  only  6.5%  lower 
than  the  1999/2000  campaign.  Again, 
production  losses  were  not  uniform  across  the 
industry  and  growers  in  the  areas  most  affected 
by  the  drought  had  more  serious  losses.  The 
industry  production  level  for  2000/2001  is  still 
the  second  highest  production  level  in  the  state's 
history. 

While  most  of  the  losses  can  be  attributed  to 
the  summer  drought,  at  least  one  and  perhaps 
two  percent  of  the  industry's  total  predicted 
production  was  lost  as  a  result  of  the  freezing 
temperatures  experienced  during  December. 
While  none  of  the  low  temperature  readings  were 
like  those  experienced  in  1989,  1985  or  1983, 
there  were  more  freezing  occurrences  than  in  any 
year  in  recent  memory.  Weather  records  indicate 
that  during  December  in  the  Baton  Rouge  area, 
there  were  10  mornings  in  which  sub-freezing 
temperatures  were  recorded.  In  none  of  these 
freezing  events,  did  the  temperature  remain 
below  32  degrees  for  more  than  a  few  hours. 
However,  nearly  all  of  the  cane  in  the  belt 
experienced  frozen  terminal  buds  and  a  great 
deal  of  the  cane,  throughout  the  belt,  was  water 
soaked.  The  cold  fronts  generally  slid  to  the  east 
while  dropping  south.  As  a  result,  some  of  the 
last  cane  to  show  visual  effects  of  the  freezes 
were  in  the  most  western  portions  of  the  belt. 
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STARTING  NEXT  YEAR'S  CROP 

As  noted  in  past  years,  LCP  85-384  can  often 
be  negatively  affected  by  wet  conditions  during 
the  winter  period.  For  the  last  couple  of  years, 
harvest  seasons  have  been  dry  and  there  has  not 
been  much  difficulty  in  keeping  water  out  of  the 
fields.  However,  this  past  harvest  season  has  seen 
conditions  turn  to  a  more  normal  situation,  where 
numerous  fields  were  harvested  under  wet 
conditions.  Ruts  were  made  in  many  fields  and 
headlands  were  in  very  bad  condition  at  the  end 
of  the  campaign.  If  fields  stay  in  this  condition 
for  any  length  of  time,  the  water  remaining  in 
the  fields  will  hurt  LCP  85-384.  Growers  have 
often  commented  that  this  variety  does  not  like 
to  have  "wet  feet."  Therefore,  it  is  important 
that  surface  drainage  be  corrected  as  soon  as 
possible.  Headlands  need  to  be  worked  simply 
to  be  able  to  inspect  fields,  and  drains  need  to  be 
opened  to  allow  water  to  move  out  of  the  rows 
and  into  the  ditches.  Off-barring  will  take  on  a 
real  meaning  this  spring  as  compared  to  that  of 
recent  years  following  dry  harvest  conditions. 
There  will  probably  be  more  dual-wheeled 
tractors  in  use  in  an  effort  to  get  into  wet  fields 
early  and  begin  to  fill  in  some  of  the  scars  created 
by  the  harvesting  and  transport  equipment. 


As  part  of  this  process  of  drying  out  fields, 
the  mulch  from  combine  harvesters  needs  to  be 
removed.  Hopefully  this  was  done  during  the 
harvest  season,  but  if  it  wasn't,  then  it  needs  to 
happen  quickly  before  the  wet  row  causes 
additional  rotting  under  the  trash  mat.  In  the 
last  article  of  the  Sugar  Bulletin,  it  was  noted 
that  there  are  a  number  of  ways  that  growers  are 
trying  to  remove  this  material,  although  fire  is 
still  the  easiest  and  often  preferred  method. 

Growers  should  also  remember,  that  in 
previous  years,  older  varieties  were  not  normally 
kept  beyond  second  stubble.  If  damage  was  done 
to  the  crop  following  harvest  because  plant  cane 
or  first  stubble  fields  were  allowed  to  remain  wet, 
only  one  or  two  crops  might  be  affected  or  lost. 
However,  in  dryer  seasons  with  LCP  85-384, 
growers  have  routinely  kept  older  stubble  and 
made  higher  yields  than  with  older  varieties. 
Therefore,  the  risk  and  the  level  of  losses 
associated  with  water  damage  are  far  greater  than 
in  the  past.  Growers  should  make  every  effort 
to  get  into  their  fields  as  soon  as  possible  and 
correct  the  surface  drainage  so  that  water  does 
not  rob  yields  for  2001,  and  stubble  crops  in  the 
coming  years. 


Your  Numbers  Are  Important  To  Us 

Sugarcane  farmers  manage  large  amounts  of  money  -  some  years  with  minimal 

return  on  investment.  Our  staff  at  First  South  Agricultural  Credit  Association  is 

knowledgeable,  qualified  and  experienced  in  dealing  with  your  numbers.  We  see 

them  everyday.  We  hope  that  our  financial  assistance  results  in  maximum  returns  - 

and  that's  a  number  that's  important  to  YOU! 


First  South 
Agricultural  Credit  Assoc, 


Howell  Chiasson 

Thibodaux 


Agricultural  Lender 

Give  us  a  call! 
(504)  446-9450 


'       / 


Dean  Martin 

Thibodaux 
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ENVIRONMENTAL  PERSPECTIVE 


By  )ames  F.  Coerver,  P.E. 
O.E.C.,  Inc. 


Boiler  Rules  Update 


The  most  recent  update  on  the  status  of 
USEPA's  rulemaking  on  controlling 
emissions  from  industrial,  commercial 
and  institutional  (ICI)  combustion  of  fuels  and 
non-hazardous  solid  wastes  was  in  the  June  2000 
issue  of  The  Sugar  Bulletin.  At  that  time,  the 
section  of  rules  dealing  with  boilers,  including 
sugar  mill  bagasse  boilers,  was  expected  to  be 
published  in  draft  form  by  November  2000.  That 
did  not  happen,  and  probably  will  not  happen 
before  April  2001,  and  there  will  be  a  lengthy 
period  of  public  review  and  comment  before  a 
final  rule  can  be  promulgated-probably  not 
before  2002. 

What  did  happen  in  November  2000  was  that 
a  related  final  rule  on  Commercial  and  Industrial 
Solid  Waste  Incineration  Units  was  promulgated, 
and  that  rule  clarifies  several  issues  pertaining 
to  bagasse  that  were  of  great  concern  to  the  sugar 
industry  when  the  rulemaking  effort  cranked  up 
in  June  1996.  These  issues  were  a  matter  of 
contention  because  environmentalists  and  some 
ill  informed  EPA  agents  insisted  that  bagasse  was 
waste  matter  in  spite  of  Federal  RCRA 
definitions  to  the  contrary,  and  that  all  waste 
combusters  must  be  regulated  as  incinerators 
needing  elaborate  and  expensive  emission 
control  systems  to  limit  emissions  of  hazardous 
air  pollutants  (HAPs). 

The  incinerator  rule  unquestionably  excludes 
bagasse  boilers  and  all  other  boilers  with  energy 
recovery  facility,  and  also  excludes  incineration 
units  burning  90  percent  or  more  by  weight  of 
agricultural  by  products,  specifically  including 
bagasse.  Thus,  the  tough  new  emission 
limitations  for  new  and  existing  incinerators,  and 


the  new  source  performance  standard  (NSPS)  for 
future  incinerators  do  not  adversely  affect  any 
Louisiana  sugar  mill. 

It  now  appears  that  the  information  and 
technical  support  provided  by  the  sugar  cane 
industry  to  EPA  during  the  rule  formulation 
process  was  beneficial,  particularly  the  very 
expensive  emission  testing  for  hazardous  air 
pollutants,  proving  that  there  was  no  "waste 
incineration"  hazard  associated  with  bagasse 
fueled  boilers.  However,  the  word  on  the  street 
is  that  environmentalists  are  so  displeased  with 
the  new  incinerator  rule  they  are  going  to  sue 
EPA. 

The  recently  promulgated  incinerator  rule, 
personal  observations  and  communications  give 
an  indication  of  what  can  be  expected  in  the 
upcoming  boiler  rules.  There  will  be  a  new 
source  performance  standard  (NSPS)  and 
emission  standards  applicable  to  new  and 
existing  boilers.  New  bagasse  boilers  will  most 
likely  be  required  to  have  combustion  monitoring 
and  control  systems  including  continuous  CO 
monitoring,  and  hydroscrubbers  will  be  required 
unless  fuel  analysis  (for  chlorides)  proves  that 
HC1  emissions  cannot  exceed  emission  limits, 
in  which  case  alternative  systems  for  controlling 
particle  emissions  could  be  used. 

If,  as  expected,  the  proposed  boiler  rule 
includes  emission  standards  that  are  applicable 
to  existing  boilers,  these  would  be  based  on 
authority  in  Section  112  of  the  Clean  Air  Act 
(NESHAPs)  and  would  definitely  apply  to  any 
mill  emitting  10  tons  or  more  per  year  of  any 
hazardous  air  pollutant  (HAP)  species  and/or  25 
tons  or  more  per  year  of  all  HAPs  combined. 
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indicates  most,  if  not  all  Louisiana  sugar  mills, 
should  not  be  affected  by  NESHAPS.  However, 
if  any  existing  boiler  is  affected  by  the  rules,  it 
is  most  likely  that  a  five  year  deadline  for 
achieving  new  rule  compliance  will  be  given,  as 
in  the  case  with  existing  incinerators. 

Beware  also  that  the  new  incinerator  rule  calls 
for  mandatory  operator  training  and  certification. 
It  is  strongly  hinted  that  the  proposed  boiler  rules 
will  have  a  similar  requirement.  This  could  be  a 
difficult  and  expensive  requirement  if  not 
managed  properly.  Because  operations  at 
bagasse  boilers  are  somewhat  more  difficult  than 
with  most  other  boilers,  perhaps  a  voluntary 
industry-wide  training  and  certification  program 
might  ease  transition  into  such  a  mandatory 
certification  program  when  such  is,  inevitably, 


required  by  law. 

In  summary,  the  proposed  boiler  rules  are  of 
immediate  concern  to  a  sugar  mill  planning  to 
initiate  construction  of  a  new  boiler  after  2001. 
But,  otherwise,  rule  compliance  problems  are 
farther  down  the  road. 


UAP 

MIDSOUTH 


Thibodaux,  LA 
(504)  447-4081 

New  Roads,  LA 
(225)  638-8343 


Jeanerette,  LA 
(337)  276-5051 

Lemann's  Farm  Supply 
Donaldsonville,  LA 
(225)  473-7927 
Satellite  Plant 


HEARNE   CANE    PLANTERS 


SIMPLE 


<® 


RUGGED 


RELIABLE 


We  still 

MAKE 

ONE-ROW 
PLANTERS 

TO  PLANT 
WHOLE  STALK 

OR  billets! 


••...  the  Hearne  3-Row  Billet 
Planter  paid  for  itself  the  first  year 
in  labor  costs  alone!  It  was  the 
most  stress  free  planting  season 
we've  ever  had  and  this  spring,  we 
had  excellent  stands  of  plant  cane. 
-    L.B.   Maringouin,  LA    %% 


Call  today  for  a 
free  video! 


HEARNE   CONSULTING  INC. 
337/942/8180    2440  POWERS  AVE.  OPELOUSAS,  LA  70570 
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jl       The  Bank  of  Commerce       jl 

^" jpT  32460  Bowie  Street  ''%£ ^ 

White  Castle,  Louisiana  70788 

Phone:  (225)  545-3656  /  Fax:  (225)  545-3911 
E-Mail:  bkcom@bellsouth.net 


•  Specializing  in  sugar  cane  crop  and  equipment  loans 

•  Locally  owned  and  operated  full  service  bank 

•  Competitive  rates  with  low  closing  costs 

•  Personal  service  with  on  site  approval  process 

•  Cash  flow  projections,  budget  analysis  and  comparative  analysis 


Come  and  visit  our  staff  of  friendly  professionals 

Today  \ 

FDIC  Insured  equalhousing 

LENDER 


Please  remember 
to  send  in  your 
R*S*V*P*  cards* 
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CANE  TRACTOR  PARTS 


CLASSIFIEDS 


J.D.  900  Subsoiler 

J.D.  Chisel  Plow 

Holly  1 5  ft.  Landleveler  Bucket 

J.D.  12  ft.  Leveler  Bucket 

1000  Gal.  Fuel  Tank  on  Skid 

w/Pump 
17  ft.  J.D.  1635  Chopper 

13  ft.  1630  Chopper 
J.D.  7  ft.  Offset  Disc 
3-I.H.  501  15  ft.  Discs 

14  ft.  Bush  Hog 

Heavy  Duty  Amco  Offset  Disc 

15  ft.  HD  Cattle  Guard 
4  Bottom  Flip  Plow 
10  ft.  Heavy  3  pt.  Disc 


2  -  Rayne  Plane  Landlevelers 
Thompson  Ditcher 
4  Bottom  3  pt.  Plow 
Pasture  V  Ditcher 
J.D.  Front  Push  Blade 
Heavy  Duty  3  Shank  Subsoiler 
Midland  10  ft.  Soilmover  Bucket 
Orthman  Row  Markers 
10  ft.  Landleveler  3  pt.  Hitch 
2  Bottom  Plow 
2  Bottom  Pan  Plow 
6  xh  yard  Dirt  Buggy-Dolly  Type 
Rhino  10  ft.  Hydraulic  Blade 
15  ft.  3  Pt.  Tine  Harrow 
w/  Leveler  Bar 


LOW  PRICES  ON  JOHN  DEERE  3-ROW  BEARING  HOUSINGS, 
SPOOLS  AND  BUMPER  WASHERS 

OTHER  EQUIPMENT  AVAILABLE  UPON  REQUEST 

COMPLETE  LINE  OF  SMALL  3  POINT  EQUIPMENT 
(best  prices) 


~  Distributor  of  King  Kutter  ~ 
~  DEALERS  WANTED  ~ 


Call 

1-800-259-3453 
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CLASSIFIEDS    -    FOR    SALE 


Side  Dump  Sugarcane  Billet  Trailer  -  $13,000. 
Call  Charlie  C.  Guidry  at  (337)  893-2300  or  Fax 
(337)  898-0074. 

(2)  new  10-ton  Billet  Wagons  (Never  Used)  with 
30  inch  tires,  $21 ,000  each.  Contact  Daniel  @ 
(337)  373-3942,  Keith  @  (337)  373-0547,  Ricky 
@  (337)  373-0549  or  the  shop  at  (337)  367-1 980. 

1997  Cameco  10  ton  High  Dump  Billet  Wagon  - 

$20,000;  JD  200  LC  Excavator  (1 800  hours)  with 
hydraulic  thumb,  quick  coupler,  digging  bucket, 
clean-out  bucket,  &  V-bucket  -  $130,000;  1999 
Shop  Made  3-row  3-point  hitch  Fertilizer  Appli- 
cator with  500  gal.  tank,  hydraulic  pump,  &  coulter 
knives  -  $2,500.  From  family  operation.  Call  (225) 
627-4862  (leave  a  message)  or  (225)  627-9459 
(evenings). 

1 988  Int'l  Truck  -  $9,500;  Auto  Planter  -  $3,500. 
Call  Johnny  McCollum  at  (504)  446-  0136. 

1996  2-row  LaCane  Tiger  Loader,  2,000  hrs.,  ex- 
cellent condition  -  $58,000;  20  -  New  16.9x28  R1 W 
tires;  20  -  New  16.9x30  R1W  tires  -  $495  each. 
Call  (337)  879-7932  (W)  leave  message. 

1983  Single-row  Broussard  Harvester,  double 
ends  &  scroll,  CAT  3208  engine,  New  1 8-4-  38  tires, 
with  pulling  wheel,  shredder  topper  -  $13,000;  JD 
4840  with  new  trans  &  engine  overhauled  in  '97  - 
$12,000;  856  Hi-Clearance  Int'l  -  $2,500;  3-row 
Bottom  Type  Plow  Int'l,  heavy  duty  and  gauge 
wheels  -  $3,000;  4-row  JD  style  with  gauge 
wheels  and  cyclers  -  $3,000;  JD  4240,  Hi-clear- 
ance 1 981 ;  1  front  mount  spray  rig  with  200-gal. 
tank  -  $100;  JD  Disk  Plow,  heavy  duty,  17'  - 
$1 ,000;  Rolling  Cultivator,  Lilliston,  4-row  -  $200; 
Rolling  Cultivator,  Lilliston,  3-row  -  $75;  Int'l  3- 
row  Chopper  -  $700;  3  one-row  shavers  -  best 
offer;  200  gal.  3-  row  Sprayer  w/cylinders  -  $400. 
Call  Damiam  Pierre  at  (337)  229-6932. 

Broussard  Cane  Loader  with  chain  pilar  and 
backhoe;  3  Tandum  Cane  Wagons  with  60  ton 


Army  Hitches,  extra  wheels  and  hubs;  18-Wheeler 
quick  hitch  on  rear  end  with  tongue  used  to  pull 
trailers.  Call  Russell  Judice  at  (337)  394-4727. 

•  Family  Farm  equipment:  1996  2-row  Broussard 
Harvester,  cab/air,  extended  front  end,  extended 
piling  gate,  JD  power.  1992  2-row  Broussard 
Harvester,  cab/air,  extended  front  end,  extended 
piling  gate,  JD  power.  Both  ready  and  repaired. 
4  sets  Direct  Haul  Chain  Net  Wagons,  1 3.6  x  24 
grader  tires.  Call  (337)  365-5036  night  or  day  or 
(337)  373-7791  and  ask  for  Thomas. 

•  1992  Cameco  S-30  Single-row  Harvester,  cab 

&  air  with  extended  gate  and  front  end  to  accom- 
modate 4-rows  in  one,  gathering  arms  have  been 
extended.  Front  wheel  pull.  Excellent  Condition  - 
$42,000.  Call  (337)  276-4547  office,  (337)  276- 
4778  home,  or  (337)  276-7070  shop. 

•  Ingersol  Dresser  Model  1 4  well  head  -  $1 1 ,000; 
Thomson  3-row  Cultivator  w/off  bars  -  $2,250; 
Shop  Made  Land  Leveler  -  $800;  Shop  Made 
Spray  Rig  Boomer  -  $450;  Huval  Ditcher  -  $500. 
Call  Gary  Lavergne  @  (337)  945-7988  mobile  or 
(337)  942-5370  home. 

WANTED:  Used  Combine  and  Wagons.  Call  Jerry 
Martin,  Martin  Farms,  Raceland  at  (504)  537-7045. 


Our  fluids 
make  sugar. 


Ouachita 


Fertilizer 


New  Iberia,  LA        (337)  367-8233 


Bayou  Liquid  Fertilizer,  Inc. 

Liquid  &  Dry  Fertilizers 
Est.  1976 

Sugar  Cane  *  Corn  &  Soy  Beans  *  Pasture  Land 
Applicator  Rentals  -  Storage  Tanks  -  Free  Estimates 
Herbert  Breaux 
P.  O.  Box  486 
Raceland,  LA  70394 


Phone  (504)  537-5557 
(504)  537-3542 


The  Sugar  Bulletin 
206  E.  Bayou  Road 
Thibodaux,  LA  70301 


Serials  Services  -  Gifts  &  Exchange 
Troy  H.  Middleton  Library 
LSU  Libraries  -  LSU 
Baton  Rouge,  LA  70803 


Volume  79,  No.  6 


NONPROFIT 
ORGANIZATION 

BULK  RATE 
U.S.  POSTAGE 

PAID 

Thibodaux,  LA 
PERMIT  NO.  43 


March  2001 


THE  SUGAR  BULLETIN 


Official  Bulletin  of  the  American  Sugar  Cane  League  of  the  U.S.A. 


Jackie  Theriot 

41st  Chairman  of  the  Board 
of  the  American  Sugar  Cane  League 


The  Smear  Bulletin 


The  Official  Organ  of  the  American  Sugarcane  League  of  the  U.S.A.  Inc. 

Charles  J.  Melancon/Editor,  President  and  General  Manager 

Charles  A.  Richard,  Ph.D. /Vice  President  and  Director  of  Research 

Windell  R.  Jackson/Senior  Agronomist 

Herman  Waguespack,  Jr./Agronomist 

John  Constant/Business  Manager 

Nannette  B.  Nickens/Secretary 

Paul  G.  Borron  Ill/Legal  Counsel 


Washington  Representative 
Don  Wallace  Associates,  Inc. 
499  South  Capitol  Street,  S.W. 
Suite  600 

Washington,  D.C.  20003 
Phone:(202)554-1222 


Editorial  and  Executive  Office 
206  East  Bayou  Road 
Thibodaux,  LA  70301 
Phone:  (985)  448-3707 
FAX:    (985)448-3722 
e-mail:  constant@amscl.org 


Washington  Consultant 
The  Macon  Edwards  Co. 
600  Pennsylvania  Ave.,  Suite  320 
Washington,  D.C.  20003 
Phone:(202)969-8110 


Baton  Rouge  Representative 
Spradley  and  Spradley 
10634  North  Oak  Hills  Parkway,  Suite  B 
Baton  Rouge,  LA  70810 
Phone:(225)766-1359 


Officers  and  Members  of  the  Board  of  Directors  of  the  American  Sugar  Cane  League 


Jackie  Theriot,  St.  Martinville,  LA 

Chairman  of  the  Board 
John  F.  Gay,  Plaquemine,  LA 

Vice  Chairman 
Charles  J.  Melancon,  Thibodaux,  LA 

President  and  General  Manager 
Charles  A.  Richard,  Ph.D.,  Thibodaux,  LA 

Vice  President  and  Director  of  Reasearch 


Don  Wallace,  Washington,  D.C. 

Vice  President  of  Government  Relations 
Irving  Legendre,  Jr.,  Thibodaux,  LA 

Secretary 
Craig  Caillier,  Franklin,  LA 

Treasurer 


Henry  Adolph,  Napoleonville,  LA 

David  Allain,  Jeanerette,  LA 

Ronald  Blanchard,  Napoleonville,  LA 

Grady  Bubenzer,  Bunkie,  LA 

Randy  Butcher,  Donaldsonville,  LA 

Michael  Daigle,  Belle  Rose,  LA 

Daniels  "Dan"  Duplantis,  Raceland,  LA 

Ronald  Gonsoulin,  New  Iberia,  LA 

Dean  Gravois,  Vacherie,  LA 

Ronald  Guillotte,  Jr.,  Jeanerette,  LA 

Warren  Harang  III,  Donaldsonville,  LA 

George  "Scrap"  Hymel,  Gramercy,  LA 

Jackie  Judice,  New  Iberia,  LA 

Robert  "Bobby"  Judice,  Franklin,  LA 

Buckley  Kessler,  White  Castle,  LA 

Wilson  LeBlanc,  Jeanerette,  LA 

A.  J.  "Brother"  LeBourgeois,  Baldwin,  LA 

Lawrence  "Boo"  Levert  III,  St.  Martinville,  LA 

Chris  Mattingly,  Paincourtville,  LA 

Jerome  "Jerry"  McKee,  Thibodaux,  LA 


Daniel  Naquin,  Thibodaux,  LA 
Carl  Newton,  Batchelor,  LA 
Anthony  Parris,  New  Iberia,  LA 
Rivers  Patout,  Jeanerette,  LA 
Kenneth  Peltier,  Thibodaux,  LA 
Matthew  "Butch"  Plauche,  Brusly,  LA 
R.  L.  "Bobby"  Roane,  Jeanerette,  LA 
Howard  Robichaux,  Labadieville,  LA 
Raphael  Rodriguez,  Franklin,  LA 
Mel  Schudmak,  White  Castle,  LA 
Donald  Segura,  New  Iberia,  LA 
Frank  Sotile,  Donaldsonville,  LA 
David  Stewart,  Lakeland,  LA 
Charles  Thibaut,  Donaldsonville,  LA 
Tommy  Thibodeaux,  New  Iberia,  LA 
Carlton  Townsend,  Bunkie,  LA 
William  Vallot,  Abbeville,  LA 
Daniel  P.  Viator,  Youngsville,  LA 
Leonard  Waguespack,  II,  St.  James,  LA 
Kirk  Walker,  Welsh,  LA 


JACKIE  THERIOT 

41st  CHAIRMAN  OF  THE  BOARD 
OF  THE  AMERICAN  SUGAR  CANE  LEAGUE 

Jackie  Theriot,  General  Manager  of  Louisiana  Sugar  Cane  Co-op,  Inc.  of  St.  Martinville,  Louisiana  has 
been  elected  to  serve  the  current  year  as  Chairman  of  the  Board  of  the  League.  He  succeeds  Warren  J. 
Harang,  III,  who  served  the  past  two  years. 

Jackie  Theriot  was  raised  on  a  farm  in  Catahoula,  Louisiana  in  1940.  After  high  school,  he  attended  and 
received  his  undergraduate  degree  in  Agronomy  from  the  University  of  Louisiana  at  Lafayette  (Formerly  the 
University  of  Southwestern  Louisiana).  From  there,  he  did  foreign  language  and  foreign  affairs  training  at 
Howard  University,  and  postgraduate  studies  in  International  Affairs  at  the  Maxwell  School  of  Social  Science 
at  Syracuse  University  in  New  York.  Jackie  is  trilingual,  speaking  English,  French,  and  Spanish. 

Jackie,  after  college,  joined  the  Peace  Corps  during  the  administration  of  then  President  John  F.  Kennedy, 
worked  in  the  State  Department  and  as  the  Associate  Director  of  the  Peace  Corps  in  Niger,  Africa.  Following 
that  tour  of  duty  he  worked  several  years  longer  in  Africa  in  association  with  Texas  A  &  M,  and  other 
organizations.  Since  1968  he  has  farmed  and  been  directly  involved  in  the  processing  end  of  cane  and  raw 
sugar  production.  He  has  also  continued  to  do  consulting  work  in  association  with  cooperatives,  sugar 
production,  mechanization,  and  processing. 

Jackie  has  served  in  several  organizations  and  as  officers  of  many  of  these.  This  includes  the  Louisiana 
Farm  Bureau  where  he  is  still  the  Secretary /Treasurer  and  serves  on  the  Board  of  Directors  for  this  state 
organization.  He  previously  served  as  Chairman  of  the  LAFB  Sugar  Advisory  Committee,  as  well  as  past 
Chairman  of  the  American  Society  of  Sugar  Cane  Technologist,  Governor's  Task  Force  on  Excess  and 
Overweight  Vehicles,  the  Louisiana  Tax  Restructuring  Task  Force,  President  and  School  Board  Member  of 
St.  Martin  Parish  School  System,  member  of  the  Board  of  the  Sugar  Association  of  Washington,  D.C.,  the 
national  Peace  Corps  Association,  St.  Martin  Chamber  of  Commerce  where  he  was  recently  selected 
Businessman  of  the  Year,  Louisiana  Council  of  Farmer  Cooperatives,  the  LSU  French  Association, 
Commissioner  of  Agriculture's  Round  Table  for  Louisiana  group,  and  the  Knights  of  Columbus. 

Jackie  is  married  to  Sue  Theriot  for  37  years.  They  have  reared  four  children  and  are  the  grandparents  of 
four.  They  both  enjoy  traveling,  having  visited  over  45  countries  in  their  life  thus  far,  and  also  like  to  camp, 
boat  and  dance.  Jackie  brings  a  wealth  of  knowledge  and  experience  to  the  Chairmanship  through  his  past 
associations. 
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1,000  acres.  12-hour  days.  4  seasons. 


One  bank. 

Seasons  change.  The  weather's  unpredictable.  Through  it  all,  there's  one  constant  on  which 
farmers,  both  large  and  small,  know  they  can  rely:  the  Land  Bank. 

For  more  than  80  years,  we've  been  rolling  up  our  sleeves  and  helping  farmers  just  like  you. 
We're  locally  owned  and  operated,  and  ready  to  lend  you  a  financial  hand.  Whether  you're 
looking  to  buy  more  land,  update  equipment,  or  even  refinance  existing  debt. 

For  a  financial  partner  who  works  as  hard  for  your  money  as  you  do,  call  the  folks  at  the  Land 
Bank.  We'll  help  your  business  grow. 


L7VNDBANK 


ffffAJjA4jl1L/Vijrf  Part  °f tne  faDric  of  rural  life. 

FEDERAL  LAND  BANK  ASSOCIATION,  FLCA 

1-877-648-LAND 

Call  now  for  information,  or  to  apply  for  a  loan  to  buy,  build,  improve,  or  refinance.  f^j 

You  can  also  visit  us  at  www.louisianalandbank.com.  S!l™" 


UP  FRONT  WITH  THE    LEAOUE 


By  CharllG  AVeldncon 


Annual  Meeting 


Nannette  is  not  real  happy  with  me  in 
that  I  have  waited  until  today  to  write 
my  article.  Today,  for  everyone's 
information,  is  the  19th  of  February.  That  is  a 
number  of  days  past  the  normal  deadline  to  get 
our  articles  completed  so  that  the  Bulletin  can 
go  to  the  publisher/printer  in  order  to  get  it 
mailed  to  you  in  the  first  several  days  of  each 
month.  Well,  Nannette,  please  forgive  me.  Like 
you  and  John,  I  was  consumed  with  trying  to 
make  sure  everything  was  lined  up  for  the 
annual  meeting  .  .  .  and,  that's  my  story  and 
I'm  sticking  to  it!  Actually,  I  want  to  thank 
John  and  Nannette,  who  really  did  work  hard 
on  putting  things  together  for  the  annual 
meeting.  Because  we  incorporated  the  High- 
Yield  Awards  into  the  meeting,  we  were 
concerned  with  covering  all  of  our  proverbial 
bases.  They  did  really  well  and  I  am  thankful 
for  having  such  good  co-workers.  Thanks  and 
good  job!  This  is  not  to  say  that  Charley, 
Windell  and  Herman  didn't  help,  but  those 
mentioned  previously  did  the  lion's  share  of  the 
arranging  and  work.  Also,  I  wish  to  thank  the 
Lafourche  Parish  Farm  Bureau  and  the 
Lafourche  Parish  Ag  Extension  office  for  their 
help  with  registration  at  the  meeting.  Thanks 
Lisa  and  Mike  and  his  staff. 

The  attendance  for  the  annual  meeting  was 
good.  However,  I  am  sure,  had  we  had  wet 
fields  across  the  belt,  we  might  have  had  more 
growers  attending.  Remember,  this  is  your 
organization.  We,  the  staff,  work  for  you. 
Maybe  you  have  much  confidence  in  our  work 
and  judgement  but,  if  nothing  else,  we'd  like 


to  see  you.  Maybe  next  year!  However,  please 
know  that  each  and  every  dues  paying  member 
is  always  welcomed  at  the  League's  Board 
meetings.  You  may  not,  physically,  be  able  to 
vote  at  a  meeting,  but,  your  opinion  and 
comments  are  always  allowed  and  welcomed. 
Please  feel  free  to  attend.  Come  with  a  Board 
member  from  your  area  if  you  don't  want  to 
come  alone. 

Chairman 

I  have  now  been  with  the  League  for  over 
eight  years.  I  have  been  fortunate  to  have  good 
Chairmen  throughout  my  tenure.  However,  I 
never  let  out  that  the  outgoing  Chairman,  Warren 
Harang,  has  been  a  long-time  friend,  college 
roommate,  and  fraternity  brother.  Warren  and  I 
actually  go  back  to  at  least  knowing  each  other 
when  we  were  in  high  school.  Both  his  Dad 
and  mine  were  the  Mayors  of  Thibodaux  and 
Napoleonville,  respectively,  and  both  were 
involved  in  the  sugar  industry.  From  there,  to 
tell  any  more  on  Warren  would  be  to  violate  a 
long-standing  pact.  As  Schultz  in  Stalag  13 
would  say,  "I  know  nuth-ing-g-g-g-g!" 

Warren,  it  was  really  special  working  with 
you.  Even  though  you  and  Becky  and  Peachy 
and  I  have  stayed  close  for  all  the  years,  and 
we  have  been  fortunate  enough  to  continue  this 
long  standing  friendship,  even  through  some 
trying  times  for  all  of  us,  it  was  as  though,  at 
times,  I  was  able  to  anticipate  your  next 
thoughts,  words,  and  actions.  And  I  have  to 
apologize  if  I  wasn't  always  available  when  you 
and  Becky  would  call  to  go  out  to  eat,  or  to 


meet  you  for  a  movie,  or  whatever  .  .  .  but, 
sometimes  I  just  needed  a  "few  minutes"  of  rest. 
You  see,  all  of  you  readers  are  not  aware  that 
Warren  has  a  nickname.  That  being  "Bulldog." 
There  is  a  variation  to  "Bulldog,"  but  I'll  just 
leave  that  as  one  item  you  won't  get  from  me. 
The  only  explanation  I  can  give  all  of  you,  is 
that  when  he  decides  he  is  going  to  do 
something,  he  is  like  a  bulldog.  He  doesn't  let 
it  go. 

Warren,  you  have  worked  hard  these  past 
two  years  trying  to  get  some  unity  in  the 
Louisiana  sugar  community.  You  dogged  the 
hell  out  of  everyone  on  the  refined  sugar  issue. 
I  know  how  frustrating  it  was  for  you,  but, 
believe  it  or  not,  I  think  some  people  were 
listening.  There  is  an  old  saying,  or  maybe  I 
just  made  it  up.  But,  "if  you  plant  the  seed,  it 
will  grow."  And  Warren,  it  takes  time  for  all 
plants  to  reach  maturity,  but  you  can  take  heart 
in  knowing  that  you  "planted"  that  seed.  The 
other  thing  that  is  a  moniker  for  Warren  is  that 
you  usually  don't  have  to  guess  what  is  on  his 
mind!   Blunt  to  a  fault?    Maybe.   But,  that's 


"Bulldog!" 

Some  mornings  I  hoped  you  had  a  lot  of 
things  going  on  so  that  I  could  get  some  work 
done.  But-t-t-t-t,  no-o-o-o!  You'd  call  me  and 
give  me  your  list  of  things  that  you  thought 
about  overnight  or  over  the  weekend.  Actually, 
I  kind  of  looked  forward  to  what  you  might 
come  up  with  on  any  given  day.  Never  a  dull 
moment! 

All  in  all.  It  was  my  pleasure  to  have 
experienced  a  new  relationship  with  an  old  and 
close  friend.  I  now  understand  why  Seph  and 
Jay  dodge  us.  Wouldn't  you?  On  behalf  of  the 
industry,  or  maybe  just  me,  thank  you  for  doing 
what  you  felt  was  in  everyone's  best  interest. 
It's  not  always  fun,  it's  not  always  popular,  but 
if  it  ends  up  keeping  us  as  a  viable  industry  for 
another  century  or  two,  "then  you  done  good!" 

Oh!  Just  remember  that  you  are  no  longer 
the  Chairman  and  it  isn't  necessary  to  call  me 
every  day,  every  night,  every  weekend,  and 
every  time  you  have  an  idea.  Bounce  it  off  of 
Becky  first,  and  let  her  decide  if  you  need  to 
call  me.  Just  kidding! 


Your  Trust  is  Important  To  Us 

Confidence  and  trust  in  a  financial  institution  is  something  that  is  earned. 

It  starts  with  employees  who  are  knowledgeable,  qualified  and 

dedicated  to  providing  good  service. 

At  First  South  Agricultural  Credit  Association,  your  trust  is  important  to  us. 


Lester  Simon 

New  Iberia 
(337)364-0217 


First  South 
Agricultural  Credit  Assoc. 

A 

Agricultural  Lender 
Give  us  a  call! 


, 


Harvey  Gonsoulin 

Thibodaux 
(504)  446-9450 


WASHINGTON  UPDATE 


By  Don  Wblloce 


Federal     Court     Hears 
Stuffed    Moldsses    Appeal 


Litigation  over  the  U.S.  Customs 
classification  of  the  imported  sugar 
syrup  known  as  "stuffed  molasses" 
took  another  step  recently  when  oral  arguments 
were  held  before  the  U.S.  Court  of  Appeals  for 
the  Federal  Circuit,  in  Washington,  D.C.  The 
oral  arguments  are  part  of  a  joint  appeal  filed 
by  the  U.S.  Beet  Sugar  Association  and  the  U.S. 
Government  regarding  an  earlier  decision  by 
the  U.S.  Court  of  International  Trade  (CIT). 

In  October  1999,  the  CIT  ruled  that  U.S. 
Customs  had  improperly  revoked  an  earlier  tariff 
classification  that  allowed  Heartland  By- 
Products  to  import  stuffed  molasses  outside  the 
sugar  tariff-rate  quota  (TRQ).  Motions  for  re- 
consideration by  the  beet  industry  and  federal 
government  were  denied,  prompting  the  appeal 
before  the  Federal  Circuit. 

During  the  arguments  before  the  Federal 
Circuit,  the  beet  industry  contended  that  a 
failure  by  Heartland  to  supply  complete 
information  to  Customs  regarding  the  totality 
of  the  product's  creation,  importation,  and 
eventual  sale  amounted  to  an  artifice,  disguise, 
or  deceit  designed  solely  to  avoid  the  TRQ. 
Attorneys  for  the  federal  government  argued 
the  CIT  erred  by  failing  to  defer  to  the  Customs' 
interpretation  of  relevant  language  within  the 
Harmonized  Tariff  Schedule,  which  enumerates 
all  tariff  classifications  and  duties.  This  last 
issue  has  arisen  in  other  cases  that  were  heard 
before  these  same  courts.  One  of  these  is 
currently  before  the  U.S.  Supreme  Court.  How 
that  case  is  decided  could  affect  the  outcome 


of  the  stuffed  molasses  litigation.  As  a  result, 
it  is  unclear  when  a  decision  from  the  Federal 
Circuit  will  be  released. 

February  WASDE  Shows  Slowing  of 
Deliveries 

The  U.S.  Department  of  Agriculture 
(USDA)  has  released  the  February  report  of 
the  World  Agricultural  Supply  and  Demand 
Estimates  (WASDE),  lowering  expected 
deliveries  to  manufacturers  for  sugar- 
containing  product  exports  by  40,000  short 
tons,  raw  value.  Estimates  of  domestic 
production  are  unchanged  at  8.538  million 
tons,  resulting  in  a  stocks-to-use  ratio  of  19.4%. 

Projections  for  beet  production  are 
unchanged  at  4.370  million  tons.  Cane 
production  is  still  expected  to  reach  4.168 
million  tons.  Louisiana  should  produce  1 .570 
million  tons  in  the  coming  crop  year. 

Trade  under  the  re-export  programs  is 
slower  than  expected.  As  a  result,  imports  for 
re-export  are  reduced  by  50,000  tons,  with  a 
commensurate  reduction  in  exports. 

President  Bush  Visits  Mexico 

President  Bush  traveled  to  Mexico  recently 
to  meet  with  new  Mexican  President  Vicente 
Fox.  Several  commentators  in  the  Mexican 
press  suggested  that  the  Mexican  leader  would 
stress  the  need  for  a  resolution  to  the  protracted 
sweetener  dispute  between  the  two  countries. 
Yet,  reports  out  of  the  White  House  before  the 
trip  indicated  that  trade  matters  would  not  be 


on  the  agenda.  hosted  by  Qatar,  a  small  nation  located  on  the 

No  specifics  are  yet  available  on  the  meeting,  eastern  edge  of  Saudi  Arabia.  The  Ministerial 

nor  whether  sugar  was  among  the  topics  is  scheduled  for  November  5-9. 

discussed.  Officials  in  Qatar  have  promised  that  cruise 

boats  will  be  brought  in  to  dock  at  Doha,  the 

WTO  To  Meet  in  Qatar  capital  city  where  the  meetings  will  be  held,  to 

The  World  Trade  Organization  (WTO)  has  ensure  that  enough  hotel  rooms  will  be 

announced  that  its  next  Ministerial  will  be  available. 
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The  Bank  of  Commerce 

32460  Bowie  Street 
White  Castle,  Louisiana  70788 


Phone:  (225)  545-3656  /  Fax:  (225)  545-3911 
E-Mail:  bkcom@bellsouth.net 
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•  Specializing  in  sugar  cane  crop  and  equipment  loans 

•  Locally  owned  and  operated  full  service  bank 

•  Competitive  rates  with  low  closing  costs 

•  Personal  service  with  on  site  approval  process 

•  Cash  flow  projections,  budget  analysis  and  comparative  analysis 


Come  and  visit  our  staff  of  friendly  professionals 


Today  i 
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FDIC  Insured 


EQUAL  HOUSING 
LENDER 


THE  DIFFERENCE 
IS  NOW 

CRYSTAL  CLi 


CLEAN 


Cane  Harvestings^    Equipment 


LEM  ANN'S 

Farm  Supply,  Inc. 


Donaldsonville  Thibedaux 

(225)  473-7927  (504)  447-3776 


Ask  about 

Case  Credit*  CASE  CREDIT 

financing 


Announcing. . . . 

Galyean's  Louisiana  Style 


Cane  Trailer 
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Featuring... 


•  "Over  the 
top"  dumping 
action 

•  48  ft.  x  102  in. 
(two23-ft. 
baskets) 

•  Reinforced 
heavy  duty 
construction 

•  Drop  deck 
design 
available 
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G\LYEANiqUIPiv€NrC3CMPANYf  INC 

1225  Industrial  Dr.  -  P.O.  Box  1686 
Henderson,  TX  75652 

Phone:  903^57-7561 


FARM    NOTES 


By  Dr.  Charley  Richard 


Dry  Weather  and  Wet  Fields  ~  Sugar  Differences 
High  Yield  Awards  —  Biotechnology 


While  many  growers  describe  this  past 
harvest  as  a  wet  season,  the  weather 
during  the  100  days  of  grinding  can 
actually  be  classified  as  drier  than  normal.  Only 
because  of  the  excessive  rain  in  November  did 
it  seem  like  a  wetter  than  normal  harvest 
campaign.  It  is  true  that  once  the  fields  got 
wet  from  the  eight  or  more  inches  that  fell  in 
November,  field  conditions  remained  very  wet. 
However,  rainfall  totals  for  September,  October, 
December  and  January  were  all  below  normal 
meaning  that  the  drought  conditions  of  the 
summer  months  still  persist.  Only  the 
November  rainfall  totals  were  above  normal  for 
south  Louisiana.  This  dry  weather  condition 
has  continued  into  the  winter  months  and 
moisture  in  the  subsoil  area  is  critical  in  the 
southern  part  of  the  state.  Rainfall  has  been 
closer  to  normal  in  northern  Louisiana  but  La 
Nina  would  appear  to  still  be  in  place  for  the 
south.  How  much  longer  will  the  drought 
continue?  Experts  disagree  on  just  how  long  it 
might  occur  but  some  weather  models  have 
predicted  that  the  dry  conditions  may  continue 
into  the  spring  which  could  spell  trouble  due 
to  lower  water  tables. 

While  these  drought  conditions  persist, 
many  growers  have  had  trouble  getting  the 
surface  water  out  of  their  fields.  Many  fields 
still  have  water  which  cannot  get  out  of  the 
middles  and  growers  have  had  difficulty  getting 
laborers  to  work  shovels  to  unclog  the  drains. 
Of  course  the  mechanical  drain  cleaners  that 
all  growers  have  work  well  to  open  the  drains, 
but  often  the  eyes  of  the  row  middles  stay 
clogged.    The  only  way  to  alleviate  this 


clogging  has  been  to  use  a  shovel. 

One  grower,  Bobby  Judice  of  Centerville, 
(near  Franklin)  is  using  his  mechanical  drain 
cleaner  in  a  slightly  different  manner  and  finds 
that  it  causes  less  clogging  of  the  row  middles. 
He  has  made  the  shield  covering  the  blades 
movable.  He  allows  it  to  remain  in  place  when 
using  the  drain  cleaner  under  dry  conditions. 
However,  when  opening  drains  during  the 
harvest  season  and  sometimes  during  the 
winter,  conditions  are  often  wet  and  muddy. 
Under  these  conditions,  he  swings  the  shield 
up  and  away  allowing  the  mud  to  be  thrown 
further  away  from  the  drain  cleaner.  The  tractor 
often  disappears  under  the  mud  and  needs 
frequent  cleaning,  but  the  soil  (mud)  doesn't 
fall  right  back  adjacent  to  the  drains.  This 
spring,  it  is  apparent  that  the  drains  he  opened 
during  wet  conditions  in  the  harvest  season  and 
this  winter  are  now  open  and  do  not  need  as 
much  shovel  work  as  other  growers  are 
requiring.  This  is  fairly  simple  to  accomplish 
and  growers  should  look  at  novel  ideas  to  help 
avoid  doing  more  shovel  work  than  necessary. 

Sugar  Differences 

The  yield  results  provided  in  last  month's 
Sugar  Bulletin  are  still  as  accurate  a  projection 
as  can  be  determined  for  the  2000  crop.  Those 
yields  resulted  in  approximately  33.5  gross  tons 
of  cane  per  acre,  202  pounds  of  sugar  per  ton 
(raw  value)  and  about  6,767  pounds  of  sugar 
per  acre.  However  as  Figures  1  and  2  indicate 
there  were  some  differences  within  the  industry 
that  have  not  yet  been  fully  explained.  There 
are  two  trend  lines  shown  in  each  figure;  the 


heavy  line  is  the  trend  for  sugar  per  ton  in  2000 
while  the  fine  line  is  the  trend  for  the  average 
sugar  per  ton  as  an  average  of  the  1997  through 
1999  crops.  Figure  1  shows  the  trend  of  sugar 
among  factories  along  Bayou  Lafourche  and 
the  Mississippi  River  when  plotted  from  east 
to  west.  Figure  2  is  the  trend  line  for  sugar 
from  the  factories  along  Bayou  Teche  plotted 
from  east  to  west.  Incidentally,  east  to  west  is 
also  south  to  north  among  the  factories  in  each 
region.  As  noted  from  figure  2,  the  trend  among 
the  Teche  factories  in  2000  is  similar  to  the 
average  of  the  three  prior  years  but  is  not  even 
a  significant  association.  This  would  mean  that 
the  trend  on  the  Teche  is  actually  a  flat  line. 
However,  among  the  eastern  factories,  the  trend 
for  2000  is  opposite  the  trend  for  the  average 
of  the  three  prior  years  and  is  a  significant 
association.  It  represents  an  increase  in  sugar 
per  ton  as  one  travels  east  to  west  (or  south  to 
north)  which  is  opposite  the  trend  for  the  three 
prior  years. 

Why  did  factories  along  the  upper 
Mississippi  River  have  higher  sugar  levels  than 
did  factories  in  the  lower  Bayou  Lafourche  area 
during  the  2000  crop?  Speculation  has  been 
given  that  cane  in  the  northern  areas  had 
suffered  more  from  summer  drought  conditions 
and  therefore  was  sweeter  than  cane  which  had 
closer  to  normal  tonnage  in  the  more  southern 
part  of  the  belt.  That  would  appear  to  be 
logical,  but  doesn't  fully  explain  some  of  the 
smaller  differences  from  factory  to  factory  or 
from  the  eastern  factories  to  the  Teche  factories. 

For  those  who  have  studied  sugar  per  ton 
within  the  industry,  this  trend  reversal  in  the 
eastern  portion  of  the  belt  is  not  yet  fully 
explained.  Industry  members  will  undoubtedly 
continue  to  look  at  these  trends  and  try  to 
determine  the  most  accurate  reasons  as  to  why 
these  results  occurred. 

High  Yield  Awards 

At  the  Annual  Meeting  of  the  American 
Sugar  Cane  League  held  this  past  week,  the 
high  yield  awards  from  the  1999  crop  were 
presented.  This  is  a  change  from  past  years 
when  the  awards  were  presented  at  the  time  of 


10 


the  Sugar  Cane  Festival  held  in  September. 
Since  many  growers  have  been  busy  planting 
during  that  time  and  the  harvest  season  has  been 
starting  prior  to  the  festival,  attendance  at  the 
high  yield  presentations  had  been  dropping. 
Therefore,  after  consultation  among  the 
cosponsors  from  the  League  and  Extension 
Service,  it  was  decided  to  move  the  awards 
ceremony  to  the  League's  Annual  Meeting. 
Other  changes  were  made  in  the  program  and 
the  quality  of  the  awards  was  upgraded.  This 
made  for  a  much  more  prestigious  ceremony 
and  one  which  will  certainly  grow  into  a  better 
program.  It  is  also  hoped  that  since  the  yield 
calculations  are  based  on  final  grower  TRS 
rather  than  the  final  liquidated  TRS,  the  awards 
can  be  moved  up  so  that  next  year  the  2000 
and  2001  crop  awards  can  be  presented.  A  list 
of  all  award  winners  is  presented  in  this  issue 
of  the  Bulletin  and  pictures  of  the  winners  will 
be  presented  in  future  issues.  Congratulations 
to  all  high  yield  award  winners! 

Biotechnology 

This  industry  continues  to  work  in  several 
areas  of  biotech  research.  Research  to  develop 
herbicide  resistant,  disease  resistant,  insect 
resistant  and  other  types  of  transformed  plants 
continues.  However,  because  public 
acceptance  of  these  engineered  plants  is  not 
good,  there  is  no  genetically  modified 
sugarcane  currently  being  grown  for  human 
consumption. 

At  a  recent  meeting  of  the  Southern 
Agribusiness  Forum  held  in  New  Orleans, 
several  speakers  noted  that  the  agricultural 
industry  should  adopt  different  terminology.  We 
should  not  use  the  phrase  "genetically  modified 
organisms"  to  describe  transformed  plants.  The 
public's  acceptance  of  words  like  "modified" 
and  "organism"  is  not  good.  Therefore,  most 
agriculture  industries  are  attempting  to  use 
"biotech"  as  the  name  for  plants  that  have  been 
derived  through  some  of  the  new  science.  From 
now  on,  this  author  and  the  staff  of  the  League 
will  attempt  to  utilize  only  those  words  which 
will  present  a  better  picture  to  the  public  on  this 
most  important  issue. 
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Final  sugar  per  ton  of  cane 
■■2000  —  Avg  1997-1999 

Figure  1 .  Lafourche/Mississippi  Factories,  E  to  W  and  S  to  N 
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Figure  2.  Teche  Factories,  E  to  W  and  S  to  N 
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CASE  IH  SUGAR 


Successful  cane  growing  is  all  about 
return-on-investment,  particularly 
with  capital-intensive  heavy  equipment. 
The  brand  which  delivers  the  best 
return  on  this  investment  is  the  brand 
that  delivers  lower  owning  and  operating 
costs,  a  longer  productive  life  and 
generates  higher  resale  value. 

The  brand  is  Case  IH  Austoft 
because  it  offers  a  range  of  integrated 
equipment  and  support  technologies  that 


improve  viability  today  and  sustainability 
for  tomorrow. 

A  broad  range  of  massively  powerful 
two-wheel  drive  and  four-wheel  drive 
tractors  and  the  efficient,  reliable  planting 
and  tillage  equipment  to  pull  behind  them. 
Unique  Austoft  harvesters,  packed  from 
front  to  back  with  innovative  features  that 
are  proven  in  every  aspect  of  their  role. 
Big  new  Powerhauls  and  Trailhauls  are 
integrated  to  maximize  harvest  productivity. 


CANE  SYSTEMS 


Austoft  is  the  original,  and  still  the  best, 
when  it  comes  to  cane  harvesting  systems. 

Excellent  service,  flexible  financing, 
broad  availability  of  genuine  parts,  and 
friendly,  professional  advise  from  your 
Case  IH  Austoft  dealer,  make  Case  IH 
Austoft  cane  systems  the  best  choice  for 
your  long-term  capital  investment  of 
agricultural  equipment. 
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AUSTOFT  AMERICAS 

12771  WESTLINKS  DRIVE,  UNIT  #1 
FT.  MYERS,  FLORIDA  33913     USA 
TEL:  (941)561-7844 
FAX:  (941)561-7855 


CASE  CORPORATION 

700  STATE  STREET 
RACINE,  WISCONSIN   53404 
www.casecorp.com 


USA 


Hibernia  offers  an  easier  way  to  grow. 


The  Bank  For  Business 
Is  The  Bank  For  Leasing. 


For  years,  Hibernia  has  been  working  hard 

to  meet  the  needs  of  businesses. 

We've  taken  that  commitment  further  by  adding 

equipment  leasing  to  our  long  roster  of  business  services. 

Leasing  enables  you  to: 

Leave  lines  of  credit  free  for  other  needs. 

Free  up  capital  for  investment. 

Hedge  against  inflation. 

Gain  tax  advantages. 

Finance  100%  of  the  purchase  price  of  your  equipment.* 

Hibernia's  capital  and  operating  lease  programs 

are  flexible  like  our  annual  payment  lease. 

We  can  arrange  a  program  to  meet  the  special  needs 

of  your  business.  Best  of  all,  we're  offering  our  leasing  services 

through  the  business  bankers  you've  come  to  know  and  trust. 

To  learn  more  about  our  equipment  leasing  programs 

and  what  they  can  do  for  your  business, 

call  the  Commercial  Equipment  Leasing  Department  toll  free  at: 

800-562-9007,  extension  3-2864 


HIBERNIA 

Where  service  matters.™ 

*Normal  credit  qualifications  apply. 
©  2000     Member  FDIC.    www.hibernia.com 
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ENVIRONMENTAL  PERSPECTIVE 


By  J<3mes  F.  Coervcr,  P.E. 
Cj.E.O,  Inc. 


Focus      on      Litigation 


It  seems  that  every  matter  at  issue  these 
days,  including  presidential  elections,  goes 
to  the  courts  for  resolution.  It  did  not  take 
very  long  for  the  threatened  lawsuit  by 
environmentalists  opposing  EPA's  November 
2000  Incinerator  Rule  to  be  realized  (see 
February  2001  Sugar  Bulletin).  The  Sierra 
Club  has  sued  EPA  over  several  matters  in  the 
rule  including  the  definition  of  "solid  waste," 
seeking  to  broaden  the  definition  in  a  way  that 
might  include  biomass  fuels  such  as  sugarcane 
bagasse.  This  mischief  making  effort  by 
environmentalists  seeks  to  exploit  a  legal 
requirement  that  "solid  waste"  must  be  burned 
in  an  "incinerator"  and  incinerators  must 
comply  with  more  stringent  and  redundant 
emission  control  systems  than  will  be  required 
of  power  boilers. 

It  is  obvious  to  any  reasonable  person  that 
bagasse  fuel  is  not  a  "waste"  because  it  is  used 
as  a  boiler  fuel  to  produce  the  steam  needed  to 
operate  sugar  mills,  obviating  the  need  to  use 
dwindling  supplies  of  fossil  fuels  for  the 
purpose.  Furthermore,  bagasse  is  a  much 
cleaner  burning  solid  fuel  than  is  coal,  which 
is  unquestionably  to  be  regulated  as  a  boiler 
fuel.  Unfortunately,  common  sense  and 
reasonableness  do  not  necessarily  describe  the 
outcome  of  litigation. 

There  is  another  matter  of  concern.  That 
being  that  EPA  has  in  the  past  aided  and  abetted 
in  coercive  lawsuits  against  the  agency  in  order 
to  enable  the  making  of  rules  it  could  not 
otherwise    make    because    of   statutory 


limitations.  Often  such  suits  are  "settled"  in  a 
way  that  avoids  public  scrutiny.  This  particular 
case  deserves  as  much  scrutiny  as  is  possible. 

The  cane  sugar  industry  should  also  keep 
an  eye  out  for  a  ruling  expected  this  Spring  by 
the  U.S.  Supreme  Court.  The  case  involves  a 
challenge  of  EPA's  assumption  of  unlimited 
authority  in  the  making  of  onerous  rules.  EPA 
seeks  to  overturn  a  U.S.  Court  of  Appeals  ruling 
that  merely  directed  EPA  to  reconsider 
proposed  revisions  to  the  National  Ambient  Air 
Quality  Standards  (NAAQS)  that  is  adopted 
without  demonstrating  any  need  or  benefits, 
nor  were  economic  consequences  considered. 
This  is  the  case  where  EPA  decided  to  "fight 
rather  than  switch."  The  case  involves  the 
controversial  July  1997  proposed  NAAQS  for 
photochemical  smog  (ozone)  and  PM25  (see 
August  1997  and  September  2000  issues  of  The 
Sugar  Bulletin.) 

From  the  environmental  perspective,  this  is 
an  extremely  important  issue.  It  is  not  just  the 
onerous  NAAQS  rule  but  rather  it  is  whether 
EPA  can  continue  to  operate  unrestrained  by 
existing  statutes  or  the  expressed  wishes  of 
Congress.  The  upcoming  ruling  will  affect 
rule-making  in  all  areas  of  environmental 
concern  -  not  just  NAAQS.  Hopefully,  the 
Supreme  Court  will  decide  the  case  in  favor  of 
the  American  public.  If  not,  Congress  and  the 
American  public  will  then  know  what  needs 
to  be  done  in  the  way  of  statutes  or 
constitutional  amendment  in  order  to  bring  the 
malignant  tumor  under  control. 
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2001  HIGH  YIELD  WINNERS 

(1999  Crop) 
TOP  20  PRODUCERS 


Rank 

Grower 

Acres 

S/A 

1. 

SJM  Farms,  Inc. 

342.3 

9,696 

2. 

Hebert  Bros.  Farm 

1,205.2 

9,452 

3. 

Ricky,  William  &  John  Broussard 

157.1 

9,437 

4. 

Blanchard  Farms,  Inc. 

696.1 

9,413 

5. 

Aysen  Bros. 

981.4 

9,332 

6. 

Mark  D.  Patout 

818.5 

9,162 

7. 

Rebecca  Plantation 

894.5 

9,114 

8. 

Denis  Knobloch 

165.8 

9,020 

9. 

Sugar  Haven 

1,167.8 

8,991 

10. 

Ted  Broussard  Farms,  Inc 

691.2 

8,990 

11. 

Melancon  Sugar  Cane  Farms 

1,710.0 

8,831 

12. 

Landry  Farms 

1,014.6 

8,785 

13. 

Foley  Farms 

351.0 

8,753 

(TIE) 

Martin  &  Poche 

704.7 

8,753 

15. 

Laurel  Valley  Plantation 

793.4 

8,752 

16. 

Denis  Thibodeaux  &  Sons,  Inc. 

1,928.3 

8,708 

17. 

Clement,  Clement  &  Broussard 

172.4 

8,701 

18. 

Kevin  Breaux 

436.4 

8,654 

(TIE) 

Charles  Landry  &  Sons 

1,649.4 

8,654 

20. 

Woods  Farms,  Inc. 

1,830.0 

8,629 

Our  fluids 
make  sugar. 


Ouachita 


Fertilizer 


New  Iberia,  LA        (337)  367-8233 


UAP 

MIDS0UTH 


Thibodaux,  LA 
(504)  447-4081 

New  Roads,  LA 
(225)  638-8343 


Jeanerette,  LA 
(337)  276-5051 

Lemann's  Farm  Supply 
Donaldsonville,  LA 
(225)  473-7927 
Satellite  Plant 
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DISTRICT  WINNERS 


TECHE  DISTRICT 

Category 

Acres 

1st  Place  Winner 

2nd  Place  Winner 

I 

100-299.9 

Ricky,  William  &  John  Broussard 

Clement,  Clement  &  Broussard 

II 

300  -  699.9 

Ted  Broussard  Farms,  Inc. 

Laviolette  Farms 

III 

700-  1,499.9 

Mark  D.  Patout 

Latiolais  Farms 

IV 

1,500  + 

Melancon  Sugar  Cane  Farms 

Square  B  Farms,  Inc 

RIVER/BAYOU  LAFOURCHE  DISTRICT 

Category 

Acres 

1st  Place  Winners 

2nd  Place  Winners 

I 

100-299.9 

Denis  Knobloch 

Mike  Giroir  Farms 

II 

300  -  699.9 

SJM  Farms,  Inc. 

Randall  G.  Rivere 

III 

700-  1,499.9 

Hebert  Brothers  Farms 

Rebecca  Plantation 

IV 

1,500  + 

Denis  Thibodeaux  &  Sons,  Inc. 

Alton  Landry,  Inc. 

NORTHERN 

DISTRICT 

Category 

Acres 

1st  Place  Winners 

2nd  Place  Winners 

I 

100-299.9 

Dale  Purpera 

No  Winner 

II 

300  -  699.9 

Ernest  Lapeze 

No  Winner 

III 

700-  1,499.9 

Kernie  Gros  Farms 

No  Winner 

IV 

1,500  + 

Charles  Landry  &  Sons 

PARISH  WINNERS 

No  Winner 

Parish 

Grower 

Ascension 

Sugar  Haven 

Assumption 

SJM  Farms, 

Inc. 

Iberia 

Ricky,  William  &  John  Broussard 

Iberville 

Davis  Callegan 

Lafayette 

Triple  V  Farm 

Lafourche 

Hebert  Brothers  Farm 

St.  Charles 

Big  D  Farms/Denis  Lanaux,  III 

St.  James 

Martin  &  Poche,  Inc. 

St.  John 

Goldmine  Plantation 

St.  Martin 

Melancon  Sugar  Cane  Farms,  Inc. 

St.  Mary 

Ted  Broussard  Farms,  Inc. 

Terrebonne 

Rebecca  Plantation 

W.  Baton  Rouge 

Charles  Landry  &  Sons 

Bayou  Liquid  Fertilizer,  Inc. 

Liquid  &  Dry  Fertilizers 

Est.  1976 

Sugar  Cane  *  Corn  &  Soy  Beans  *  Pasture  Land 
Applicator  Rentals  -  Storage  Tanks  -  Free  Estimates 


Herbert  Breaux 
P.  O.  Box  486 
Raceland,  LA  70394 


Phone  (504)  537-5557 
(504)  537-3542 
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BASF's  Spring  Herbicide 
Recommendation  and  Reminders 

Reminders: 

1.  Proper  calibration  will  save  growers  money  and  increase  weed  control. 

2.  PROWL  is  rated: 

Excellent  90-100% 

Itchgrass 

Seedling  Johnsongrass 

Browntop  Panicum 

Annual  Grass 

3.  Sencor  Alone  Cost  More  and  is  rated: 
Poor  -  Itchgrass 

Fair  -  Browntop  Panicum 

Good  -  Excellent  90%  at  High  Rates  -  Seedling  Johnsongrass. 
1.5  lbs./acre  =  $22.50/acre  -  36  inch  band/72  inch  row 
2.0  lbs./acre  =  $30.00/acre  -  36  inch  band/72  inch  row 

4.  Two  modes  of  action  or  more  in  a  weed  control  program  are  better  than 
one  and  make  a  weed  control  program  more  consistent. 

PROWL  2qt./acre=  $  9. 00/ acre  -  36  inch  band/ 72  inch  row 
Sencor  3/4  lb. /acre  =  $11 .25 /acre  -  36  inch  band/ 72  inch  row 
Total  $20.25/acre 

5.  Incorporation  of  trifluralin  herbicides  can  decrease  yields  0-4  tons  /acre 
and  can  increase  diseases  such  as  Ratoon  Stunting  Disease  (RSD). 

6.  Command  +  Karmex  for  bermudagrass  will  not  be  as  effective  in  the 
spring  as  at  planting. 

During  the  planting  application  Bermudagrass  is  cut  up  into  small 
pieces,  which  aids  in  it's  suppression.  During  the  spring  application 
the  Bermudagrass  is  already  established  and  is  already  starting  to  green 
up  and  grow. 

7.  PROWL  Rebate  October  1,  2000  -  September  20, 2001 

Growers  who  purchase  500  gallons  of  Prowl  at  authorized  retailers  will  receive 
$2.00/gallon  back  through  Harvest  Partners. 

*  PROWL  Average  Survey  Price  includes  grower  rebate!  All  retailers  determine  their  own  selling  price. 
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Recommendations:  A+B+C+D 


36  inch  band/72  inch  row 


A.  Grass  Base  Herbicide  for  Sugarcane: 

Prowl  2  qt./acre  -  Itchgrass,  Seedling  Johnsongrass 

or 
Prowl  .75-1.25  qt./acre  -  (These  rates  are  more  weather  dependent, 

need  a  cleaner  row  top.  Use  higher  rates  if  ash 

is  present). 

Seedling  Johnsongrass,  Browntop  Panicum, 

Annual  Grass,  etc. 

B.  Broadleaf  Herbicide: 

Karmex  DF  - 1.8  lbs./acre  or  Direx  4L  - 1.4  qt./acre 

(Can  cause  injury  to  cane  that  has  greened  up  already.  Refer  to  label). 

or 
Atrazine  -  3  pts./acre 

or 
Sencor  -  3/4  lbs./acre 

or 
Spartan  -  3.35  oz./acre  (if  section  18  granted) 

(Will  be  a  very  good  mix  with  Prowl,  will  control  red  morningglories 
and  nutsedge,  and  will  cost  less  than  Sencor). 

C.  Burndown  Herbicide  as  needed  for  winter  weeds: 

Weedmaster  - 1  pt./acre  -  2  pt./acre 

(Rate  is  dependent  on  weed  pressure,  size  of  winter  weeds,  density  of 

the  weeds  and  which  broadleaf  herbicide  it's  mixed  with). 


D.  Surfactant 


For  questions  contact  BASF: 
Marc  A.  Grabert  337-367-0925 


Ann  Thompson  337-989-4277 
Steve  Nix  337-779-2238 

*  Always  read  and  follow  label  directions. 

*Karmex  DF  and  Direx  4L  are  registered  trademarks  ofGriffen 

*Sencor  DF  is  a  registered  trademark  of  Bayer  Corporation 

*Prowl  3.3EC  and  Weedmaster  are  registered  trademarks  of  BASF  Corporation  Agricultural  Products 

*Spartan  and  Command  are  registered  trademarks  ofFMC  Corporation  Agricultural  Products 
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BROUSSARD 

CANE  EQUIPMENT, 


Cane 

Contractors 

Inc. 


Chopper  Type 
Cane  Harvesters 

High  Dump  Wagons 


Wholestalk 
Cane  Harvesters 

Cane  Loaders 


Contract  Harvesting 

with  Chopper 

Harvesters 


Sales  ♦  Service  ♦  Parts 


Broussard  Cane  Equipment,  LLC 


P.O.  Box  2869  •  Parks,  LA  70582  •  Phone  (337)  845-5080 


SIMPLE 


HEARNE   CANE    PLANTERS 


RUGGED  RELIABLE 


We  still  make 
ONE-ROW  PLANTERS 

TO  PLANT  WHOLE  STALK  OR  BILLETS ! 


See  the 

3 -Row  Planter  in 

ACTION!  Call  today 

for  a  free  video  I 

"...  the  Hearne  3-Row  Billet 
Planter  paid  far  itself  the  first 
year  in  labor  costs  alone!  It 
was  the  most  stress  free  plant- 
ing season  we've  ever  had  and 
this  spring,  we  had  excellent 
stands  of  plant  cane." 

-  L,B.  Maringouin}  LA 


Place  Your  Order  Today  »  Call: 


HEARNE   CONSULTING  INC. 
337/942/8180    2440  POWERS  AVE.  OPELOUSAS,  LA  70570 
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DEAN  A.  GRAVOIS  SPEAKS  ON  PANEL  OF  THE 

USDA  AGRICULTURAL  OUTLOOK  FORUM 

FEBRUARY  23,  2001 

SUGAR  POLICY  NEEDS  OF  LOUISIANA 
CANE  GROWERS  AND  PROCESSORS 

Hello,  and  good  morning.  I  am  Dean  Gravois.  As  John  Love  described  in  his  introduction  of  me,  I  am  a 
sugarcane  farmer  from  Louisiana.  My  family  and  I  operate  more  than  2,000  acres  in  Vacherie,  a  small  town 
located  along  the  Mississippi  River,  between  New  Orleans  and  Baton  Rouge.  If  you  are  here  today,  you  are 
already  aware  of  the  mounting  problems  facing  the  U.S.  sugar  industry.  It  is  no  secret  that  we  have  too  much 
sugar.  For  the  past  few  years,  production  has  been  rising  and  pressure  from  imports  has  been  increasing.  As 
a  result,  prices  have  been  suffering.  At  even  a  cursory  glance,  the  future  appears  terribly  unstable. 

To  be  successful,  domestic  sugar  policy  must  address  this  supply  imbalance,  and  it  cannot  do  so  unless  it 
also  integrates  foreign-supplied  sugar  in  a  way  that  is  both  fair  and  reasonable.  Failing  that,  the  incessant 
import  pressure  created  by  the  massively  subsidized  world  dump  market  will  overwhelm  our  efficient  but 
unsubsidized  farmers.  For  now,  we  have  no  balanced  sugar  market.  Our  market  and  our  policy  are  in  serious 
crisis. 

To  the  outside  observer,  the  answer  to  this  crisis,  at  least  for  the  individual  farmer,  should  be  simple:  grow 
something  else.  That's  supposed  to  be  the  most  appealing  aspect  of  Freedom  to  Farm,  isn't  it?  Choose 
another  crop.  Find  something  that  provides  the  stability  and  the  revenue  that  sugar  cannot  provide.  Yet,  for 
the  Louisiana  sugarcane  farmer,  there  is  no  flexibility.  Growing  sugarcane  is  what  we  do  best.  More  than 
that,  sugarcane  is  the  only  crop  those  of  us  in  south  Louisiana  are  able  to  grow  successfully. 

We  have  tried  to  grow  other  crops.  Rice,  soybeans,  cotton,  corn,  you  name  it,  we  have  tried  it.  Yet,  due 
to  the  uniqueness  of  our  soil  and  our  climate,  especially  our  weather  extremes,  sugarcane  is  the  only  crop  we 
can  grow  effectively.  It  is  perhaps  ironic  then  that  a  significant  reason  for  the  increasing  production  in 
Louisiana  has  been  the  influx  of  acreage  in  the  western  and  more  central  portions  of  our  state  that  have 
traditionally  been  devoted  to  growing  rice  and  soybeans.  As  prices  for  these  other  commodities  fell,  these 
farmers  began  searching  for  other  crops,  any  crop,  with  which  they  could  get  some  productiveness  out  of 
their  land.  So,  they  took  AMTA  and  marketing  loan  payments  received  for  other  crops  and  used  them  to 
enter  the  sugar  business. 

Of  course,  the  introduction  of  a  new  variety,  LCP85-384,  in  Louisiana  also  explains  our  rising  production. 
This  new  variety,  specifically  bred  in  Louisiana  for  our  shorter  growing  season,  has  been  a  boon,  improving 
yields,  increasing  stubbling  ability,  and  lowering  fixed  costs  per  unit  as  compared  to  the  older  varieties.  As 
more  and  more  land  has  been  planted  with  this  new  variety,  both  efficiency  and  production  have  increased. 

Industry  yield  of  sugar  per  acre  in  the  last  three  years  (1998-2000)  has  averaged  43%  higher  than  the 
three  years  prior  to  LCP85-384  occupying  significant  acreage  in  Louisiana  ( 1 99 1  - 1 993).  Additionally,  growers 
have  kept  at  least  one  or  two  extra  stubble  crops  of  the  new  variety  before  having  to  fallow  the  land  for 
replanting.  This  has  allowed  for  an  expansion  in  harvested  acreage  in  existing  production  areas  -  a  comparison 
of  the  same  periods  of  years  shows  a  26%  increase.  The  combined  increase  in  yield  and  harvested  acreage 
has  resulted  in  an  increase  in  total  sugar  production  in  Louisiana  during  the  last  decade  of  75%.  This  type  of 
production  increase,  and  subsequent  efficiency,  is  what  our  government  and  our  detractors  contend  we  should 
be  doing  in  order  to  be  more  competitive.  Well,  we're  there!  And  what  do  we  get  for  it  -  no  price! 

As  a  result  of  higher  yields  and  subsequent  lodging  that  occurs  with  this  heavier  cane,  a  new  harvest 
system  was  required  to  capture  the  potential  of  this  new  variety.  This  has  meant  an  investment  of  some  half 
million  dollars  per  unit  for  a  combine  harvester,  high  dump  transport  wagons,  tractors,  and  highway  transport 
trailers.  Industry  wide,  this  amounted  to  an  investment  of  some  $200  million.  This  is  a  huge  investment  for 
an  industry  whose  future  appears  terribly  unstable. 

Without  the  enhanced  efficiency  that  the  new  variety  and  harvesting  system  offer,  we  could  not  survive. 
As  long  as  production  outstrips  demand,  nationwide  and  worldwide,  and  as  long  as  the  pressure  from  imports 
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sits  on  our  market  like  an  800-pound  gorilla,  the  only  way  our  industry  can  survive  is  to  lower  per  unit  costs. 
To  do  this,  our  mills  need  greater  and  greater  amounts  of  cane  to  grind.  Thanks  to  this  new  variety,  and  the 
years  of  research  and  millions  of  dollars  needed  for  its  development,  our  farmers  can  meet  these  mills' 
growing  need  for  more  cane.  Yet,  research  such  as  this  is  only  one  part  of  the  high  investment  required  to 
produce  sugar  from  cane,  and  is  only  one  facet  of  an  integrated  network  that  comprises  our  agriculture 
community. 

Growing  sugarcane  is  long-term  commitment  since,  as  a  multiyear  crop,  a  farmer  can  make  four  and 
sometimes  five  harvests  off  a  single  planting.  It  also  means  that  the  investment  horizon  is  very  long.  Because 
it  is  a  perishable  crop,  farmers  have  a  very  short  period  of  time  to  get  harvested  cane  to  the  mill  for  processing. 
From  the  moment  a  stalk  of  cane  is  cut,  the  sugar  inside  it  begins  to  deteriorate.  So,  farmers  rely  on  quick 
and  easy  access  to  a  mill.  In  turn,  the  mill  requires  a  certain  amount  of  cane  throughput,  in  order  to  cover  all 
the  capital  and  labor  that  go  into  a  running  mill.  To  build  and  equip  a  modern  mill  in  Louisiana  costs 
upwards  of  more  than  $100  million.  After  adding  to  this  the  millions  more  that  are  needed  annually  to 
operate  the  mill  and  to  keep  up  with  technology,  it  quickly  becomes  obvious  that  running  a  mill  is  a  very 
expensive  proposition.  In  this  day  and  time,  it  is  now  necessary  for  a  raw  sugar  mill  to  be  processing  a 
million  or  more  tons  of  sugarcane  annually  in  order  to  hope  for  black,  rather  than  red,  ink  on  its  financial 
statement.  Unfortunately,  even  this  volume  of  cane  alone  is  no  guarantee  of  profit  for  the  cane  processing 
side  of  the  industry. 

As  you  can  see,  the  survival  of  every  local  farmer,  and  his  commitment  of  cane,  is  crucial  to  the  survival 
of  the  mill.  If  even  two  farmers  in  a  growing  area  go  out  of  business  or,  if  they're  able,  use  their  land  for 
some  other  purpose,  the  stability  of  the  mill  begins  to  weaken.  If  the  price  of  raw  sugar  falls  lower,  and  a 
larger  fraction  of  farmers  goes  out  of  business,  the  mill  can  lose  enough  cane  supply  that  it,  too,  will  slip 
under.  At  this  point,  the  remaining  farmers  now  must  find  another  place  to  grind  their  cane.  A  mill  further 
away  will  mean  higher  transportation  costs  and  greater  deterioration  rates  of  cane.  If  the  new  costs  are  too 
high,  then  many  of  these  farmers  will  go  out  of  business.  For  some  mills  and  many  farmers,  the  squeeze 
between  costs  and  price  has  been  too  tight.  We  have  already  lost  three  mills  in  Louisiana  since  1995,  and  is 
destined  to  lose  more  mills  in  the  very  near  future. 

And,  as  with  all  of  rural  America,  as  farmers  and  mills  go  out  of  business,  the  communities  that  support 
them  and  are  supported  by  them  suffer  greatly.  The  symbiotic  relationship  between  the  farmer  and  the 
processor  that  plays  such  an  important  role  within  the  community  can  unfortunately  serve  to  magnify  the 
threat  of  economic  disaster.  Something  as  simple  as  two  lost  farmers  can  have  a  domino  effect,  directly 
impacting  the  viability  of  the  mill.  This,  in  turn,  impacts  other  farmers  and,  consequently,  can  bring  economic 
devastation  to  one  or  more  rural  communities. 

Given  the  link  to  his  mill,  to  his  fellow  farmers,  and  to  the  rest  of  his  community,  a  decision  by  a  farmer 
to  leave  sugarcane  cultivation  assumes  even  greater  significance  than  such  an  important  business  decision 
might  otherwise  entail.  Couple  this  fact  to  the  inability  by  many  in  south  Louisiana  to  grow  anything  other 
than  sugarcane,  even  if  they  wanted  to,  and  you  begin  to  see  the  deeper  irony  within  the  "freedom"  offered 
by  current  farm  law.  Not  only  do  I  not  have  easy  flexibility  to  grow  another  crop,  but  this  flexibility  that  is 
so  crucial  to  the  survival  of  other  farmers  can  actually  threaten  my  livelihood,  my  mill,  and  my  community, 
since  other  non-sugar  farmers  can  choose  to  add  more  production  into  my  market. 

So,  where  does  this  leave  Louisiana  as  we  try  to  develop  a  workable  sugar  policy?  Clearly,  no  program 
will  work  unless  supply  and  demand  are  in  balance.  In  the  current  market,  this  means  that  imports  should 
exist  as  a  residual  supply.  This  also  means  that  the  stuffed  molasses  loophole  must  be  plugged.  And  it  means 
that  some  reasonable  solution  to  the  dispute  with  Mexico  must  be  found. 

The  side  letter  agreement  to  NAFTA  sets  out  a  structure  of  transition  until  the  common  market  arrives  in 
2008.  In  rejecting  the  validity  of  the  side  letter,  Mexico  rejects  an  appreciation  for  the  importance  of  a  stable 
transition.  Indeed,  their  reaction  to  NAFTA  seven  years  ago  was  to  fund  an  explosion  of  their  industry 
through  financing  arrangements  that  amount  to  nothing  more  than  billions  of  dollars  of  free  capital.  A  large 
portion  of  a  Louisiana  mill's  cost  of  production  is  dedicated  to  financing  the  plant  and  capital.  So  far,  mills 
in  Mexico  have  not  had  to  face  up  to  this  fundamental  cost  of  doing  business,  nor  to  other  pressures  of 
competition  that  have  utterly  transformed  the  U.S.  industry.  As  I  mentioned,  in  Louisiana  we  have  already 
lost  several  mills.  For  the  past  twenty  years,  we  have  faced  competition  from  high  fructose  corn  syrup  and 
have  rationalized  our  industry  and  our  market  accordingly.  To  develop  a  mature  industry,  Mexico  must  face 
the  same  process  of  rationalization  with  HFCS.  We  will  not  let  Mexico  throw  upon  us  the  burden  of  doing 
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it  for  them.  If  a  reasonable  solution  to  the  side  letter  dispute  cannot  be  reached,  the  U.S.  industry  will  have 
no  choice  but  to  institute  antidumping  and  countervailing  lawsuits.  We  stand  ready  to  do  so! 

Now,  I  can  already  hear  the  criticism  that  comes  from  those  opposed  to  our  sugar  program.  Why  shouldn't 
we  simply  open  up  our  market  completely?  Isn't  "Freedom  to  Farm"  rested  on  the  principle  of  free  markets? 
The  simple  answer  is  that  while  we  may  wish  for  a  free  market  within  our  country,  there  is  and  never  has 
been  a  free  and  unfettered  global  market  in  sugar,  and  that  is  a  shame.  I  believe  in  a  free  market  and  so  do  my 
colleagues  within  the  U.S.  sugar  industry.  That  is  why  we  were  the  first  commodity  to  support  genuine, 
multilateral  free  trade  at  the  outset  of  the  Uruguay  Round  negotiations.  Yet,  very  few  of  our  global  competitors 
are  willing  to  risk  sharing  that  sentiment.  Virtually  every  one  of  the  nearly  130  countries  that  produces  sugar 
supports  its  industry  in  some  significant  way.  Export  subsidies,  production  subsidies,  state  trading  enterprises, 
financing  subsidies,  alcohol  subsidies.  These  programs  all  exist  beyond  our  borders,  not  within.  The 
accumulated  result  of  all  of  these  foreign  subsidies  is  a  world  dump  market  that  bears  no  resemblance  to  a 
free  market.  The  world  price  averages  barely  half  the  world's  average  cost  of  production,  which  is  why  none 
of  our  trading  partners  who  target  our  market  are  willing  to  open  their  own  borders.  Though  we  are  very 
efficient  sugar  producers,  and  can  compete  in  a  truly  liberalized  and  unfettered  global  market,  we  cannot  be 
subjected  unilaterally  to  these  distortions  and  dangers  created  by  foreign  governments. 

Until  the  global  market  is  truly  unfettered  and  truly  free,  we  need  a  sugar  policy  that  is  both  realistic  and 
fair.  We  must  find  a  way  to  balance  supply  and  demand.  And  we  must  find  a  way  to  reward  efficient 
American  production  rather  than  foreign  subsidized  production.  Why  should  the  hard  work  and  huge 
investment  of  our  sugar  farmers  be  penalized  by  policies  that  protect  other  WTO  and  NAFTA  nations? 

As  all  of  you  know,  sugarcane  production  is  a  risky  business  these  days.  Nevertheless,  I  am  in  it  for  the 
long  haul,  come  hell  or  high  water.  Sugarcane  has  been  cultivated  continuously  in  Louisiana  for  more  than 
200  years,  longer  than  anywhere  else  in  this  country.  It  is  an  inextricable  part  of  our  culture.  Its  roots  run  as 
deep  within  us  as  the  French  language,  Creole  cuisine,  and  Cajun  music  that  define  us.  I  am  very  proud  to  be 
a  part  of  this  unique,  organic  community  and  I  will  give  everything  I  have  to  leave  it  better  than  I  found  it. 


Member  News 

After  37  years  of  university  service  (eight  at  LSU  as  a  professor  of  entomology,  1957-65, 
and  29  at  Nicholls  State  as  a  professor  of  biological  sciences  and  distinguished  service  professor, 
1965-94)  and  34  years  of  private  agricultural  consulting  (1965-99)  in  Louisiana  sugarcane 
country,  Dr.  William  "Henry"  Long  has  retired  and  lives  with  is  wife,  Janice,  at  8002  Sunrise 
Circle,  Franklin,  TN  37067  (saccharalis@cs.com).  He  was  honored  by  the  Louisiana 
Agricultural  Consultants  Association  in  February  2000  by  induction  into  the  Louisiana 
Agriculture  Hall  of  Fame,  and  at  the  Inter- American  Sugar  Cane  Seminar  in  Miami,  Florida, 
September  1993  with  a  plaque  of  recognition  for  his  work  in  pioneering,  developing  and 
practicing  Integrated  Pest  Management  in  sugarcane. 


CANE  TRACTOR  PARTS,  INC. 

12617  EAST  HWY  90  JEANERETTE,  LA  70544 

I  NEW,  USED  AND  REBUILT  TRACTOR  PARTS 

WE  HAVE  THE  BEST  PRICES  ON  BUSH  HOGS,  BOX 
BLADES,  POST  HOLE  DIGGERS  &  MUCH  MORE 

VISIT  US  ON  THE  WEB  @  www.canetractorpartsinc.com 
KING  KUTTER  DISTRIBUTORS 

1-800-259-3453  OR  337-276-3453 
WE  BUY  TRACTORS  &  FARM  EQUIPMENT 
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CLASSIFIEDS    -    FOR    SALE 


•  Direct  Haul  Side  Dump  Billett  Wagons,  1 2- 

1 5  ton,  Davis  axles  1 6  ply  -  $1 3,000  -  20,000/ 
set.  Call  Ronald  Gonsoulin  at  (337)  365-1 674 
(night)  or  (337)  364-4615  (day). 

•  1988  Broussard  Model  223  Two  Row 
Harvester  cab  &  air  extended  front  end, 
extended  piling  gate  JD  power.  Excellent 
condition.  Call  SidneyAndras  (985)  446-1129 
day  or  night. 

•  3  Whole  Stalk  Trailers  with  Quick  Hitches, 
extra  hubs  and  wheels;  2  Air  Conditioner 
units  for  Tractor,  Loader  or  Harvester  Cabs. 
Complete  running  gear  for  14  foot 
Baturing  Woods  Shredder;  Lilliston  Hoes; 
Butane  Tank  and  Cane  Burner.  Call  Russell 
Judice  at  (337)  394-  4727. 

•  (2)  4ft.  Automatic  Cane  Planters  with 
Louviere  valve  equipped  $1 ,700  per  planter; 
Large  Bayou  Service  Planters  Aid  -  3  yrs 
old  $3,200;  Thompson  3-row  Cultivator 
with  off  bar  $300;  Homemade  V-plow  with 
cylinder  $200;  1990  Model  2-Row 
Broussard  Harvester  -  $30,000;  1986 
Model  SP 1 800  4WD  Cameco  Cane  Loader 

-  $27,000;  Lincoln  Gas  Welding  Machine 
on  trailer  with  new  engine  and  armature  - 
$1 ,700;  45  ft.  Fioat  Trailer  with  new  24.5  tires 

-  $2,500;  Cane  Transloader  Grab  for  John 
Deere  Excavator  -  $500;  (6)  Wholestalk 
Cane  Transloader  Wagons  with  Davis 
running  gear  $500  per  wagon;  (4) 
Wholestalk  Cane  Trailers  for  trucks  -  make 
offer.  Call  Troy  Canella  at  (225)  687-1608. 

•  1997  Cameco  10  ton  High  Dump  Billet 
Wagon  -  $20,000;  JD  200  LC  Excavator 

(1800  hours)  with  hydraulic  thumb,  quick 
coupler,  digging  bucket,  clean-out  bucket,  & 
V-bucket  -  $130,000;  1999  Shop  Made  3- 
row  3- point  hitch  Fertilizer  Applicator  with 

500  gal.  tank,  hydraulic  pump,  &  coulter 
knives  -  $2,500.  From  family  operation.  Call 
(225)  627-4862  (leave  a  message)  or  (225) 
627-9459  (evenings). 

•  1988  Int'l  Truck  -  $9,500;  Auto  Planter  - 
$3,500.  Call  Johnny  McCollum  at  (504)  446- 
0136. 


1996  2-row  LaCane  Tiger  Loader,  2,000 
hrs.,  excellent  condition  -  $53,000;  20  -  New 
16.9x28  R1W  tires  -  $325  each;  20  -  New 
16.9x30  R1 W  tires  -  $425  each.  Call  (337) 
879-7932  (W)  leave  message. 

1983  Single-row  Broussard  Harvester, 

double  ends  &  scroll,  CAT  3208  engine,  New 
18-4-  38  tires,  with  pulling  wheel,  shredder 
topper  -  $10,000;  JD  4840  with  new  trans  & 
engine  overhauled  in  '97  -  $12,000;  3-row 
Bottom  Type  Plow  Int'l,  heavy  duty  and 
gauge  wheels  -  $3,000;  4-row  JD  style  with 
gauge  wheels  and  cyclers  -  $2,500;  JD  4240, 
Hi-clearance  1981;  JD  Disk  Plow,  heavy 
duty,  17'  -  $1,000;  Int'l  3-row  Chopper  - 
$700.  Call  Damiam  Pierre  at  (337)  229-6932. 

Family  Farm  equipment:  4  sets  Direct  Haul 
Chain  Net  Wagons,  13.6  x  24  grader  tires. 
Call  (337)  365-5036  night  or  day  or  (337)  373- 
7791  and  ask  for  Thomas. 

1992  Cameco  S-30  Single-row  Harvester, 

cab  &  air  with  extended  gate  and  front  end 
to  accommodate  4-rows  in  one,  gathering 
arms  have  been  extended.  Front  wheel  pull. 
Excellent  Condition  -  $42,000.  Call  (337) 
276-4547  office,  (337)  276-4778  home,  or 
(337)  276-7070  shop. 

Ingersol  Dresser  Model  14  well  head  - 
$11 ,000;  Thomson  3-row  Cultivator  w/off 
bars  -  $2,250; ;  Shop  Made  Land  Leveler  - 
$800;  Shop  Made  Spray  Rig  Boomer  - 
$450;  Huval  Ditcher  -  $500.  Call  Gary 
Lavergne  @  (337)  945-7988  mobile  or  (337) 
942-5370  home. 


WANTED:  Used  Combine  and  Wagons. 

Call  Jerry  Martin,  Martin  Farms,  Raceland  at 
(985)  537-7045. 

WANTED:    10  ton  Hi  Dump  Wagons  30" 

tires,  rocking  tandem.  Call  Ronald  Gonsoulin 
at  (337)  365-1674  (night)  or  (337)  364-4615 
(day). 
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COMMERCIAL  MEMBERS  OF  THE 

AMERICAN  SUGAR  CANE  LEAGUE  OF  THE  U.S.A.,  INC. 


The  Bank  of  Commerce 

P.  O.  Box  517,  White  Castle,  LA  70788 

BASF  (formerly  American  Cyanamid) 
P.  O.  Box  10955,  New  Iberia,  LA  70562 

Bayer  Corporation 

300  Legacy  Dr.,  Pineville,  LA  71360 

Broussard,  Bush  &  Hurst,  Inc. 

11764  Haymarket  Dr.,  Baton  Rouge,  LA  70816 

Broussard  Cane  Equipment,  LLC 

P.  O.  Box  2869,  Parks,  LA  70582 

CAMECO  Industries,  Inc. 

P.  O.  Box  968,  Thibodaux,  LA  70302 

Cane  Equipment  Cooperative,  Inc. 

25265  Hwy.  1  South,  Plaquemine,  LA  70764 

Case  IH 

441  E.  Magnolia  St.,  Eunice,  LA  70535 

Coastal  Sugar  Producers  Co-op  Association 

P.  O.  Box  1509,  Winnie,  TX  77665 

CoBank 

Jackson  Region,  407  Briarwood  Dr.,  Suite  205-C 
Jackson,  MS  39206 

Cost  Management  Services,  Inc. 

A  Member  Company  of  Huval  Insurance  Group 
P.  O.  Box  80978,  Lafayette,  LA  70598-0978 

The  Cottonport  Bank 

P.  O.  Box  367,  Cottonport,  LA  71327 

Dravo  Lime  Company 

Pelican  State  Division 

12797  Scenic  Highway,  Baton  Rouge,  LA  70807 

Duplantier,  Hrapmann,  Hogan  &  Maher 

Certified  Public  Accountants 

1340  Poydras  St.,  Suite  2000,  New  Orleans,  LA  70112 

Dupont  Ag  Products 

458  McCown  Rd.,  Welsh,  LA  70591 

Estes  Refractory 

P.  O.  Box  94,  Jeanerette,  LA  70544 

First  South  ACA 

P.  O.  Box  667,  Thiboduax,  LA  70302 
P.  O.  Box  10908,  New  Iberia,  LA  70562 

Gulf  Engineers  &  Consultants,  Inc. 

9357  Interline  Ave.,  Baton  Rouge,  LA  70809 

Hibernia  National  Bank 

P.  O.  Box  3597,  Baton  Rouge,  LA  70821 
P.  O.  Box  819,  Thibodaux,  LA  70302 


Louisiana  Commerce  &  Trade  Assn. 

(Specializing  in  Workman's  Comp  and  other  Commercial  Insurance) 
1010  Florida  Blvd.,  Baton  Rouge,  LA  70802 

Louisiana  Federal  Land  Bank  Association 

P.  O.  Box  432,  Opelousas,  LA  70571 
P.  O.  Box  1208,  Port  Allen,  LA  70767 

Material  Resources,  Inc. 

P.  O.  Box  1183,  Port  Allen,  LA  70767 

Monsanto 

204  Cresthill,  Youngsville,  LA  70592 

M  &  L  Industries 

1210  St.  Charles  St.,  Houma,  LA  70360 
3811  Hwy.  90  East,  Broussard,  LA  70518 
5810  Airline  Hwy,  Baton  Rouge,  LA  70805 

MJ.  Naquin,  Inc. 

205  Arms  St.,  Thibodaux,  LA  70301 

Nadler,  Inc. 

P.  O.  Box  359,  Plaquemine,  LA  70765 

Ouachita  Fertilizer 

3714  Old  Spanish  Trail  E.,  New  Iberia,  LA  70560 

Plaquemine  Bank  &  Trust 

P.  O.  Box  626,  Plaquemine,  LA  70765-0626 

Quality  Industries 

118  W.  Main,  P.  O.  Box  406,  Thibodaux,  LA  70302 

Regions  Bank 

P.  O.  Box  11240,  New  Iberia,  LA  70562-1240 
P.  O.  Box  587,  Franklin,  LA  70538 

Rohm  &  Haas 

503  S.  Michot  Dr.,  Lafayette,  LA  70508 

Southern  Agribusiness  Associates 

120  Southpointe  Dr.,  Suite  B,  Jackson,  MS  39212 

Spectra-Physics  Laserplane 

703  Fragala,  Rayville,  LA  71269 

3-D  Chemical,  Inc. 

P.  O.  Box  607,  St.  Martinville,  LA  70582 

Viking  Trailers 

803  W  Seale  St.,  Nacagdoches,  TX  75964 

Voorhies  Supply  Co.,  Inc. 

P.  O.  Box  12950,  New  Iberia,  LA  70562 

Washington  State  Bank 

P.  O.  Box  128,  Washington,  LA  70589 

Westway  Trading  Corp. 

365  Canal  St.,  Suite  2200,  New  Orleans,  LA  70130 

Whitney  National  Bank 

228  St.  Charles  Ave.,  New  Orleans,  LA  70130 

Zeneca  Ag  Products 

125  Kirk  wood  Lane,  Youngsville,  LA  70592 
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Donald  Segura,  New  Iberia,  LA 
Frank  Sotile,  Donaldsonville,  LA 
David  Stewart,  Lakeland,  LA 
Charles  Thibaut,  Donaldsonville,  LA 
Tommy  Thibodeaux,  New  Iberia,  LA 
Carlton  Townsend,  Bunkie,  LA 
William  Vallot,  Abbeville,  LA 
Daniel  P.  Viator,  Youngsville,  LA 
Leonard  Waguespack,  II,  St.  James,  LA 
Kirk  Walker,  Welsh,  LA 


UP  FRONT  WITH  THE   LEAOUE 


By  Omrlie  AVelancon 


Annual  Abetting 


This  year's  annual  meeting  was  undoubtedly 
the  best  attended  meeting  since  I  came  to 
the  League  in  1993.  We  did  some  new 
things  and  would  ask  that  anyone  who  might  have 
a  suggestion  as  to  how  to  make  the  Annual  General 
Membership  meeting  a  better  one  to  just  drop  us  a 
line  with  your  suggestion(s).  As  I  stated  on  many 
occasions,  this  is  your  organization  and  we  want 
each  and  every  one  of  you  to  participate. 

This  year,  for  the  first  time,  the  High  Yield 
Award  Winners  were  recognized  and  presented 
their  awards  at  the  annual  meeting.  The  League, 
in  conjunction  with  the  LSU  Ag  Center  Staff  and 
the  "sugar  belt"  county  agents,  is  continuing  to 
correct  the  past  problems  with  the  program  and 
make  it  more  meaningful  for  those  in  our  industry 
who  wish  to  participate.  We  all  regret  that  the 
traditional  award  program  could  not  continue,  as 
it  had  for  so  many  years  in  conjunction  with  the 
Louisiana  Sugar  Cane  Fair  &  Festival  in  New 
Iberia.  But,  with  earlier  grinding  startup  dates, 
and  the  completion  of  planting  all  coming  in 
September,  it  became  evident  that  a  September 
event  could  no  longer  work. 

I  wish  to  thank  Dr.  Charley  Miller  of  Iberia 
Parish  for  all  of  the  work  that  he  has  done  in 
conjunction  with  this  event  through  all  the  years. 
I  regret  that  he  was  "under  the  weather"  and 
couldn't  be  with  the  industry  at  this  year's  event. 
An  event  with  which  he  has  always  been  closely 
associated.  Dr.  Miller,  we  in  the  industry  thank 
you  for  your  dedication  and  service  throughout 
the  years. 

Additionally,  U.S.  Senator  Mary  Landrieu  was 
there  to  help  handout  the  awards  and  to  speak  at 
the  luncheon.  Senator  Landrieu  has  been  very 
attentive  to  the  problems  and  issues  affecting  the 


Louisiana  and  U.S.  sugar  industries.  On  behalf 
of  the  industry,  I  wish  to  thank  her  for  taking  time 
from  her  busy  schedule  to  join  us  at  our  annual 
meeting.  And,  no  less,  to  thank  her  for  assisting 
us  when  we  have  called  upon  her  for  help. 

SEASONAL  HAULING  PERMITS 

This  part  of  my  article  gives  me  no  pleasure, 
whatsoever,  to  write.  There  continues  to  be 
growers  and  others  in  this  industry  that,  for  some 
reason,  have  not  come  to  the  realization  that  our 
Excess  Load  Permits  allow  UP  TO  100,000 
pounds  Gross  Vehicle  Weight.  Not  101,000,  not 
105,000,  and  definitely  not  130,000  pounds  as 
some  continue  to  deliver.  Neither  the  law  nor 
the  permit  allows  or  makes  any  exceptions  for 
loading,  hauling,  or  delivering  over  the  legislated 
limit.  I  commend  those  mills  that  have  instituted 
a  limit  at  the  delivery  scales.  Even  though  many 
of  the  mills  still  allow  over  the  100,000  GVW 
under  the  excuse  that  it  is  hard  to  judge  the  weight 
in  the  fields  when  loading,  you  have  made  a 
beginning  effort.  Please,  don't  stop  now.  To 
those  mills  who  have  set  their  scales  and 
deliveries  at  the  100,000  GVW,  and  have 
diligently  attempted  to  stick  with  that,  you  are  to 
be  commended.  You  and  all  of  the  growers  and 
truckers  who  keep  their  loads  at  or  below  the 
100,000  GVW  are  truly  the  "good  players."  You 
are  obeying  the  law.  Or,  more  appropriately,  you 
are  the  good  citizens  and  members  who  make  my 
job,  and  those  that  want  to  help  you,  easier.  Your 
friends  in  the  State  Legislature  and  the  Congress 
of  the  United  States  don't  need,  nor  want  the 
negative  criticism  that  they  are  getting  and  will 
get  on  this  issue.  The  privilege  they  granted  the 
entire  industry  in  good  faith.  It  is  not  a  privilege 


that  was  given  to  all  of  the  citizenry  of  this  state 
or  nation.  Not  even  to  other  transporters  of  goods 
in  this  state  or  this  nation 

Guys!  We  need  it  for  survival.  We  need  it  for 
grower  and  mill  efficiencies.  We  need  it  so  that 
the  mills  will  have  adequate  cane  supply,  all  day, 
every  day  during  the  season.  It  helps  keep  double 
the  number  of  trucks  off  of  the  road,  daily,  during 
grinding.  It's  safer!  It's  been  good  for  everyone! 

So,  why  is  it  that  some  in  this  industry  would 
put  the  entire  industry  at  risk  of  losing  this 
privilege.  Is  it  that  you  would  be  happv  with 
returning  to  a  83,300  pounds  GVW,  or  max  out 
with  the  other  special  permit  that  allows  86,600 
pounds  GVW.  I  don't  think  so? 

So,  I  again  ask  the  question  of  why?  This 
question  is  directed  to  those  of  you  in  this  industry 
that  continue  to  intentionally  violate  the 
"privilege."  The  law!  Everyone  knows  who  you 
are.  We  know  of  the  night  and  weekend  deliveries 
to  the  mills.  Mills  that  have  set  their  scales  well 
over  the  100,000  pound  level.  Even  to  the  one 
mill  that  is  set  at  130,000  pounds  so  that  some 
knowing  growers  can  haul  in  30,000  pounds  over 


the  limit?  Yeah-h-h-h-h  guys,  everyone  knows. 
So  what  can  the  good  guys  do  so  as  to  keep 
this  privilege.  I  can  only  suggest  that  the  growers, 
millers,  truckers,  boards  of  directors  at  the  mills, 
and  anyone  else  that  has  a  vested  interest  in 
keeping  this  privilege  start  letting  these  "bad 
players"  know  that  you  would  wish  for  them  tc 
stop.  Peer  pressure  is  a  powerful  tool.  Othei 
than  that,  you  probably  won't  like  the  legislator 
that  appears  to  be  in  the  works.  If  you  can't  police 
yourself,  then  someone  else  will  be  assigned  thai 
responsibility.  Or  worse,  you  will  lose  the 
privilege.  It's  going  to  be  real  hard  to  convince 
out  of  area  legislators  to  vote  with  you.  Those 
that  don't  live  in  the  "belt"  couldn't  care  less 
about  you  having  a  privilege  that  there 
constituents  don't  have  ...  I  think  everyone  besi 
start  thinking  about  what  they  should  be  doing 
Selfishness  on  the  part  of  some  could  cause  « 
serious  financial  injury  to  all.  It's  no  different  ir 
the  matter  of  overweight  permits  than  it  is  in  the 
matter  of  "burning."  Think  about  it!  I  am  onl) 
the  messenger,  but  I  sincerely  hope  that  everyone 
gets  the  message. 


You're  First  at  First  South 
Agricultural  Credit  Association 

At  First  South  Agricultural  Credit  Association,  you're  not  just  a  number.  We  believe 
that  personal  service  is  a  way  of  life.  Your  financial  transactions  are  important  to  us. 

Our  staff  has  the  knowledge,  qualifications  and  experience  along  with  that  personal 
touch  that  make  you  feel  that  you're  FIRST  at  First  South  Agricultural  Credit 
Association. 

First  South 
Agricultural  Credit  Assoc. 

A 

Agricultural  Lender 

Give  us  a  call! 
(337)  364-0217 


Lester  Simon 

New  Iberia 


Patsy  Champagne 

New  Iberia 


1,000  acres.  12-hour  days.  4  seasons* 
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One  bank. 

Seasons  change.  The  weather's  unpredictable.  Through  it  all,  there's  one  constant  on  which 
farmers,  both  large  and  small,  know  they  can  rely:  the  Land  Bank. 

For  more  than  80  years,  we've  been  rolling  up  our  sleeves  and  helping  farmers  just  like  you. 
We're  locally  owned  and  operated,  and  ready  to  lend  you  a  financial  hand.  Whether  you're 
looking  to  buy  more  land,  update  equipment,  or  even  refinance  existing  debt. 


For  a  financial  partner  who  works  as  hard  for  y 
Bank.  We'll  help  your  business  grow. 


our  money  as  you 


y  as  yc 


do,  call  the  folks  at  the  Land 


L7VNDBANK 


iJflAJjfrlj/^tyijrf  Part  of  the  fabric  of  rural  life. 

FEDERAL  LAND  BANK  ASSOCIATION,  FLCA 

1-877-648-LAND 

Call  now  for  information,  or  to  apply  for  a  loan  to  buy,  build,  improve,  or  refinance.  f£> 

You  can  also  visit  us  at  www.louisianalandbank.com.  swss 


PRESIDENTS  OF  THE 
AMERICAN  SUGAR  CANE  LEAGUE 


1. 

A.H.  Gay 

October  1922  - 

■  September  1924 

2. 

E.A.  Burguieres 

October  1924  - 

■  September  1925 

3. 

S.C.  Munson 

October  1925  - 

•  September  1927 

4. 

D.W.  Pipes,  Jr. 

October  1927  - 

-  September  1929 

5. 

CD.  Kemper 

October  1929  - 

-  September  1931 

6. 

Percy  A.  Lemann 

October  1931  - 

■  September  1933 

7. 

R.H.  Chadwick 

October  1933  - 

•  September  1935 

8. 

R.L.  Baker 

October  1935  - 

•  September  1937 

9. 

Edward  J.  Gay 

October  1937  - 

■  September  1939 

10. 

W.F.  Giles 

October  1939  • 

-  September  1941 

11. 

W.C.  Kemper 

October  1941  - 

-  September  1943 

12. 

J.J.  Shaffer,  Jr. 

October  1943  - 

-  September  1945 

13. 

George  L.  Billeaud 

October  1945  - 

■  September  1947 

14. 

M.J.  Foster 

October  1947  - 

•  September  1949 

15. 

J.J.  Munon 

October  1949  - 

-  September  1951 

16. 

L.A.  Borne 

October  1951  - 

-  September  1953 

17. 

J.P.  Duhe 

October  1953  - 

-  September  1955 

18. 

F.A.  Graugnard,  Jr. 

October  1955  ■ 

-  September  1957 

19. 

Bronier  Tibaut 

October  1957  - 

-  September  1959 

20. 

Warren  Harang,  Jr. 

October  1959  - 

-  September  1961 

21. 

T.M.  Barker 

October  1961  - 

•  September  1963 

22. 

Andrew  P.  Gay 

October  1963  - 

■  September  1965 

23. 

William  S.  Chadwick 

October  1965  - 

■  September  1967 

24. 

J.Malcolm  Duhe 

October  1967  - 

-  September  1969 

25. 

Thomas  H.  Allen 

October  1969  - 

•  September  1971 

26. 

James  Thibaut 

October  1971  - 

•  September  1973 

27. 

Charles  Savoie 

October  1973  • 

•  September  1975 

28. 

Edward  Supple 

October  1975  ■ 

■  September  1977 

29. 

P.J.  deGravelles,  Jr. 

October  1977  - 

•  September  1979 

30. 

Ramon  E.  Billeaud 

October  1979  - 

■  September  1981 

31. 

Kenneth  H.  Kahao 

October  1981  - 

•  September  1983 

32. 

John  Thibaut 

October  1983  - 

■  September  1985 

33. 

Irving  E.  Legendre,  Jr. 

October  1985  - 

•  September  1987 

34. 

Fred  Y.  Clark 

October  1987  - 

•  February  1989 

35. 

William  S.  Patout,  III 

February  1989 

-  February  1991 

36. 

Daniel  P.  Viator 

February  1991 

-  February  1993 

37. 

Branan  B.  Beyt 

February  1993 

-  February  1995 

38. 

Jerry  McKee 

February  1995 

-  February  1997 

39. 

Dan  Duplantis 

February  1997 

-  February  1999 

40. 

Warren  J.  Harang,  III 

February  1999 

-  February  2001 

41. 

Jackie  Theriot 

February  2001 

- 

WASHINGTON  UPDATE 


By  Don  Wallace 


House  Subcommittees  Announce 
Membership  Rosters 


House  subcommittee  assignments  for  the 
107th  Congress  have  been  completed, 
with  a  few  new  faces  on  committees  of 
importance  to  the  sugar  industry. 

The  roster  of  the  House  Agriculture 
Subcommittee  on  Specialty  Crops  is  reduced 
from  the  last  Congress,  reflecting  changes  to  the 
House  Agriculture  subcommittee  structure.  New 
faces  joining  new  Chairman  Terry  Everett  (R- 
AL)  are  Representatives  Bob  Schaeffer  (R-CO), 
Dennis  Rehberg  (R-MT),  Adam  Putnam  (R-FL), 
Baron  Hill  (D-IN),  and  Bennie  Thompson  CD- 
MS). 

New  members  assigned  by  the  majority  to 
join  Chairman  Henry  Bonilla  (R-TX)  on  the 
House  Appropriations  Subcommittee  on 
Agriculture,  Rural  Development,  Food  and  Drug 
Administration,  and  Related  Agencies  are 
Representatives  Virgil  Goode  (Independent  - 
VA)  and  Ray  LaHood  (R-IL).  Both  Reps.  Goode 
and  LaHood  have  previously  supported  the  sugar 
program.  No  longer  on  the  subcommittee  are 
former  Chairman  Joe  Skeen  (R-NM),  who 
retired,  and  Rep.  Jay  Dickey  (R-AR),  who  was 
defeated  in  his  bid  for  re-election.  Rep.  Dickey 
had  opposed  the  sugar  program.  Minority 
membership  on  the  subcommittee  will  remain 
the  same  as  the  previous  Congress. 

Production  Expectations  Unchanged 

The  March  report  of  the  World  Agricultural 
Supply  and  Demand  Estimates  (WASDE)  has 
been  released,  with  few  changes  from  the 
previous  month.  Expected  domestic  production 
is  up  2,000  tons  to  8.540  million  short  tons. 


Lower  imports  of  high-tier  tariff  sugar,  together 
with  reports  of  reduced  production  prospects  in 
Puerto  Rico,  result  in  a  net  reduction  of  15,000 
tons  to  total  supply.  The  season-ending  stocks- 
to-use  ratio  is  19.2  percent,  compared  to  19.4 
percent  last  month. 

Estimates  of  total  beet  production  are 
unchanged  at  4.370  million  tons,  while  cane 
production  should  reach  4. 170  million  tons,  due 
to  a  slight  increase  in  Texas.  Louisiana  is 
expected  to  produce  1 .570  million  tons. 

NAFTA  Panel  Rules  Against  the  U.S.  in 
Trucking  Dispute 

A  North  American  Free  Trade  Agreement 
(NAFTA)  arbitral  panel  awarded  an  important 
decision  to  Mexico  recently  in  its  heated  dispute 
with  the  United  States  over  the  operation  of 
Mexican  trucking  firms  in  U.S.  border  states. 
The  finding  against  the  U.S.  thrusts  the  Bush 
Administration  into  the  middle  of  a  protracted 
fight  that  has  dragged  on  for  more  than  five 
years. 

Mexico  first  initiated  consultations  regarding 
the  disagreement  in  December  1995,  asking  the 
U.S.  to  lift  a  moratorium  on  processing  of 
applications  by  Mexican  trucking  firms  for 
authority  to  operate  in  the  U.S.  and  also  to  permit 
Mexican  investment  in  U.S.  cargo  companies 
that  ship  internationally.  After  release  of  the 
panel  decision,  attention  turned  to  President 
Bush,  who  made  closer  ties  with  Mexico  a 
cornerstone  of  his  campaign's  foreign  policy 
platform. 

Most  observers  considered  Bush's  mid- 


February  trip  to  Mexico  to  visit  Mexican 
President  Vicente  Fox  to  be  a  signal  that  the  U.S 
relationship  with  its  NAFTA  partner  would  be  a 
high  priority.  That  trip  was  followed  in  early 
March  by  a  visit  to  Washington  from  Mexican 
Economic  Minister  Luis  Ernesto  Derbez,  who 
met  with  new  U.S.  Trade  Representative  Robert 
Zoellick.  Though  the  issue  of  sweetener  trade 
was  raised  at  the  Derbez-Zoellick  meeting,  no 
substantive  discussions  of  the  side  letter  dispute 
reportedly  occurred. 

FTAA  To  Meet  in  Buenos  Aires 

Ministers  from  34  Western  Hemisphere 
nations  will  meet  in  Buenos  Aires,  Argentina  on 
April  6-7  under  the  auspices  of  the  Free  Trade 
Area  of  Americas  (FTAA)  to  continue  work 
towards  a  comprehensive  free  trade  agreement. 
Negotiating  groups  representing  each  of  the  nine 
basic  trade  sectors  have  prepared  an  initial  draft 


text  from  which  discussions  will  proceed. 
Before  leaving  office  this  past  January,  former 
U.S.  Trade  Representative  Charlene  Barshefsky 
noted  that  development  of  the  draft  text  could 
facilitate  conclusion  of  the  negotiations  as  soon 
as  2003.  Interest  in  the  FTAA  has  risen  since 
January  due  to  the  emphasis  placed  by  President 
Bush  on  hemispheric  relations. 

House  Agriculture  Committee  Begins  Farm 
Policy  Hearings 

The  House  Agriculture  Committee  has  kicked 
off  its  series  of  hearings  to  prepare  for  the  next 
farm  bill.  Already  commodity  organizations 
representing  the  cotton,  wheat,  and  barley 
industries,  as  well  as  the  National  Farmers 
Union,  have  appeared  before  the  committee. 
Additional  hearings  are  already  scheduled  for 
representatives  of  the  rice  and  livestock 
industries. 


HEARNE   CANE   PLANTERS 


\Jk0T  WE  STILL  MAKE 

^^  ONE-ROW  PLANTERS 

TO  PLANT  WHOLE  STALK  OR  BILLETS ! 


NOW 
AVAILABLE 

planting  rates 
up  to  SO  acres 
per  day! ^ 

See  the    *^ 
S-Mow  Planter  in 
ACTION!  Call  today 
for  a  free  video! 

"...  the  Hearne  3-Row  Billet 
Planter  paid  for  itself  the  first 
year  in  labor  costs  alone!  It 
was  the  most  stress  free  plant- 
ing season  we've  ever  had  and 
this  spring,  we  had  excellent 
stands  of  plant  cane." 

-  L.B.  Maringouin,  LA 


Place  Your  Order  Today  -  Call: 


HEARNE   CONSULTING  INC. 
337/942/8180    2440  POWERS  AVE.  OPELOUSAS.  LA70570 


THE  DIFFERENCE 
IS  NOW 

CRYSTAL  CLl 


CLEAN 


Cane  Harvesting N\   Equipment 


LEMANN'S 

Farm  Supply,  Inc. 


Donaldsonville  Thibodaux 

(225)  473-7927  (504)  447-3776 


Ask  about    J 

Case  Credit  mY&NWM    CASE  CREDIT 

financing 


Galyean  Equipment  Company 

offers  custom-built  cane  equipment  &  more, 
from  repairs  to  replacement  hoppers 


Featuring ... 

"Over  the  top" 
dumping  action 

48  ft.  x  102  in.  (two 
23-ft.  baskets) 

Drop  deck  design 
available 

Leasing  &  financing 
available 


GALYEAN  EQUIPMENT  CO.,  INC 

Henderson,  TX  75652 

Phone:  903-657-7561 

800-230-0924 

Email;  AHen@GaJyean, com 


FARM    NOTES 


By  Dr.  Charley  Richard 


Record-Keeping  —  Rainy  Weather  and 
Long  Range  Predictions 


For  many  years  the  League  has  encouraged 
the  industry  to  improve  its  efforts  at 
keeping  accurate  records.  The  same 
message  continues — in  order  to  attain  true 
efficiency,  growers  and  processors  need  to 
maintain  as  accurate  a  record  of  production  as 
possible.  Only  by  having  meaningful  records  can 
growers  and  processors  compare  themselves  to 
others  in  this  industry  and  to  other  sugar 
industries.  Without  these  records,  there  is  no  easy 
way  to  determine  the  level  of  efficiency  that  one 
may  have.  It  doesn't  matter  whether  records  are 
kept  on  a  computer,  notebook,  loose  leaf  paper, 
the  back  side  of  letters,  or  on  whatever  is 
available;  the  goal  is  to  collect  them  as  accurately 
as  possible.  Maintaining  these  records  can  be  a 
problem  unless  some  system  is  developed 
whereby  the  records  can  be  accumulated  and  then 
be  sorted  and  found  when  needed.  This  is  where 
those  who  have  computers  have  an  advantage. 

Most  factories  have  utilized  computers  for 
many  years  and  have  all  their  records  stored  there. 
Several  programmers  have  developed  packages 
for  the  factories  to  help  them  with  record-keeping. 
However,  if  one  wants  to  go  back  and  research 
prior  years  or  look  into  the  data  set  for  specific 
information,  sometimes  there  can  be  a  problem. 
And  of  course,  the  data  is  only  as  accurate  as  the 
information  that  was  entered.  Some  processors 
still  need  assistance  in  keeping  data  that  can  help 
themselves  and  growers  in  maintaining  accurate 
records. 

To  assist  industry  members,  primarily  growers, 
with  record-keeping,  a  Computer  User's  Group 
was  formed  many  years  ago  in  the  League. 
Windell  and  Herman  have  been  coordinating  the 


activities  of  this  committee  in  recent  years.  The 
purpose  of  this  group  is  to  demonstrate  how 
computers  can  assist  in  the  pursuit  of  accurate 
record  keeping.  Numerous  meetings  and 
seminars  have  been  held  for  the  members  of  this 
group,  all  in  an  effort  to  further  their  ability  to 
collect  and  maintain  accurate  records.  These 
records  consist  of  field  reports  of  acreage,  maps, 
production  data,  and  financial  records. 
Obviously,  there  are  lots  of  different  software 
available  to  collect  these  records,  but  finding 
those  that  are  easy  to  use  and  flexible  enough  to 
allow  for  sugarcane  data  to  be  entered  has  been 
the  goal  of  this  group.  Many  of  the  members  of 
this  group  now  have  very  good  records  of  past 
production  and  have  a  good  understanding  of 
their  level  of  efficiency.  Other  growers  have 
pursued  record  keeping  on  their  own  and  many 
still  use  a  notebook  to  store  hand  written  records. 
As  stated  earlier,  it  doesn't  matter  what  the  source 
of  the  records  are,  whether  computers  or 
notebooks,  the  value  of  that  information  is  only 
as  good  as  the  accuracy  of  the  data  entered. 

So  what  is  the  use  in  all  of  this  stored 
information  for  both  growers  and  processors.  At 
today's  sugar  prices,  only  the  strong  can  survive. 
There  is  already  talk  of  growers  who  will  not 
survive  this  round  of  low  prices  and  new  rumors 
surface  every  day  regarding  factory  closures  and 
possible  mergers.  To  be  among  the  strong,  one 
must  not  only  be  efficient  but  have  records  to  be 
able  to  compare  themselves  to  the  rest  of  the 
industry.  Those  growers  who  have  been  keeping 
accurate  records  for  a  number  of  years  now  have 
an  advantage.  They  can  very  easily  determine 
their  level  of  efficiency  in  the  industry  and  know 


just  how  they  compare  to  others  in  their  area. 
They  can  readily  determine  what  their  cost  of 
production  are  for  each  phase  of  their  operation 
and  know  where  to  cut  when  the  time  comes.  This 
is  the  benefit  of  having  accurate  production  data 
as  well  as  financial  records. 

The  question  has  always  been  asked,  "can  the 
use  of  computers  make  me  money?"  Usually  the 
answer  was  no  or  not  exactly,  but  they  could 
always  help  you  determine  how  much  money  or 
yield  you  made  or  didn't  make.  Up  to  now  this 
has  been  nice  but  not  necessarily  critical.  Now 
that  low  prices  have  been  here  for  a  year  or  so 
and  it  looks  like  they  may  be  around  for  a  while, 
record-keeping  may  be  a  critical  difference 
between  survival  and  going  out  of  business. 

What  is  the  future  for  the  Computer  User's 
Group?  League  agronomists  are  planning  another 
meeting  this  summer  when  growers  are  able  to 
get  away  from  the  farm  and  have  time  to  discuss 
various  issues.  Several  topics  are  being 
considered,  but  if  you  have  a  specific  item  you 
think  would  be  appropriate  for  discussion  in  that 
group,  please  get  in  touch  with  either  Herman  or 
Windell.  They  will  use  this  information  in 
planning  another  important  session  on  record- 
keeping and  computerization  that  just  may  make 
a  difference  in  your  future. 

RAINY  WEATHER  AND  LONG  RANGE 
PREDICTIONS 

Since  the  last  article  was  written,  rains  have 
now  fallen  across  most  of  the  cane  belt.  While 
there  is  still  a  long  term  moisture  deficit,  at  least 
there  has  been  ample  rain  to  allow  pesticides  to 
be  activated  and  there  has  been  some  help  in 


restoring  ground  water.  However,  now  that  it  is 
time  for  fertilizer  applications  and  for  critical 
cultivations  to  shape  the  row  and  control  weeds, 
growers  would  prefer  to  see  dry  weather.  Also, 
dry  weather  helps  cane  to  tiller  and  evens  out  the 
crop  so  that  primary  shoots  don't  have  a  big 
advantage  over  other  shoots.  Once  lay-by  is 
completed,  the  crop  needs  ample  rain  for 
maximum  growth  during  the  grand  growth  period. 
Many  long  term  weather  predictions  call  for  a 
dryer  than  normal  spring  and  early  summer  in 
the  southeastern  U.S.  These  predictions  would 
suggest  the  possibility  of  more  drought  conditions 
this  summer,  similar  to  last  year.  Should  this 
prediction  come  true,  those  growers  that  have 
irrigation  potential  would  be  well  advised  to 
prepare  themselves.  However,  the  reliability  of 
these  long  range  forecasts  is  not  perfect  and 
therefore  growers  should  not  spend  money 
needlessly. 

Much  of  the  U.S.  received  colder  than  normal 
weather  conditions  this  winter  and  record 
snowfall  was  experienced  in  parts  of  the  country. 
This  could  mean  a  large  melt  this  spring  and 
summer  resulting  in  high  Mississippi  and 
Atachafalaya  river  levels.  This  condition  often 
results  in  backwater  flooding  in  parts  of  the  cane 
belt  when  rains  accompany  the  high  river  levels. 
While  the  long  range  prediction  is  for  less  rainfall 
than  normal,  in  the  event  there  is  adequate  rain, 
growers  should  be  prepared  for  possible  flooding 
conditions  in  those  low  lying  areas  where  this  is 
a  problem.  Additional  costs  could  be  incurred  in 
pumping  and  drainage.  Again,  the  reliability  of 
long  range  forecasts  is  not  perfect  and  growers 
should  plan  accordingly. 


UAP 

MIDSOUTH 


Thibodaux,  LA 
(504)  447-4081 

New  Roads,  LA 
(225)  638-8343 


Jeanerette,  LA 
(337)  276-5051 

Lemann's  Farm  Supply 
Donaldsonville,  LA 
(225)  473-7927 
Satellite  Plant 


Our  fluids 
make  sugar. 


Ouachita 


Fertilizer 


New  Iberia,  LA        (337)  367-8233 
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Hibernia  offers  an  easier  way  to  grow. 


The  Bank  For  Business 
Is  The  Bank  For  Leasing. 


For  years,  Hibernia  has  been  working  hard 

to  meet  the  needs  of  businesses. 

We've  taken  that  commitment  further  by  adding 

equipment  leasing  to  our  long  roster  of  business  services. 


Leasing  enables  you  to: 

Leave  lines  of  credit  free  for  other  needs. 

Free  up  capital  for  investment. 

Hedge  against  inflation. 

Gain  tax  advantages. 

Finance  100%  of  the  purchase  price  of  your  equipment. 


* 


Hibernia's  capital  and  operating  lease  programs 

are  flexible  like  our  annual  payment  lease. 

We  can  arrange  a  program  to  meet  the  special  needs 

of  your  business.  Best  of  all,  we're  offering  our  leasing  services 

through  the  business  bankers  you've  come  to  know  and  trust. 

To  learn  more  about  our  equipment  leasing  programs 

and  what  they  can  do  for  your  business, 

call  the  Commercial  Equipment  Leasing  Department  toll  free  at: 

800-562-9007,  extension  3-2864 


HIBERNIA 

Where  service  matters.™ 

*Normal  credit  qualifications  apply. 
1 2000     Member  FDIC.     www.hibernia.com 
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NOTICE 

Audubon  Sugar  Institute 
2001  Short  Courses 

Call  (225)  388-2211  or  e-mail  medwards@agctr.lsu.edu 


and 


Nicholls  State  University 
Raw  Cane  Sugar  Manufacturers'  Institute  and  the  Cane  Sugar 

Refiners'  Institute 

Call  (504)  448-4132  or 
e-mail  falgoutsfarm@aol.com  or  agri-mf@nicholls.edu 


BROUS3ARD  /       Cane 

.^S^fbF         \CANE  EQUIPMENT/  i    Contractors 


Chopper  Type  Wholestalk  Contract  Harvesting 

Cane  Harvesters  Cane  Harvesters  with  Chopper 

Harvesters 
High  Dump  Wagons  Cane  Loaders 


Sales  ♦  Service  ♦  Parts 
Broussard  Cane  Equipment,  LLC 

P.O.  Box  2869  •  Parks,  LA  70582  •  Phone  (337)  845-5080 
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ADDRESS  CHANGE  ECD/V4 


Please  verify  that  your  address  is  correct  on  the  address  label  that  appears  on 
the  front  cover.  If  your  address  is  incorrect,  please  fill  out  the  form  below 
and  return  to  the  American  Sugar  Cane  League.  Please  list  your  phone  numbers 
also  so  that  it  may  be  included  in  the  database. 

I I        Please  change  my  address  to  the  address  that  appears  below. 

I I        Please  remove  my  name  from  the  mailing  list.  I  no  longer  wish  to 

receive  The  Sugar  Bulletin. 

My  correct  address  iss 


Name 


Farm  Operation 
Address 


City 


State 


Zip 


E-Mail  Address  _ 
Phone  Numbers: 


Office 

Home 

Shop 

Mobile 

Pager 

Fax 


Please  return  to. 


American  Sugar  Cane  League 
P.O.  Drawer  938 
Thibodaux,  LA  70302-0938 
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CASE  IH  SUGAR 


Successful  cane  growing  is  all  about 
return-on-investment,  particularly 
with  capital-intensive  heavy  equipment. 
The  brand  which  delivers  the  best 
return  on  this  investment  is  the  brand 
that  delivers  lower  owning  and  operating 
costs,  a  longer  productive  life  and 
generates  higher  resale  value. 

The  brand  is  Case  IH  Austoft 
because  it  offers  a  range  of  integrated 
equipment  and  support  technologies  that 


improve  viability  today  and  sustainability 
for  tomorrow. 

A  broad  range  of  massively  powerful 
two-wheel  drive  and  four-wheel  drive 
tractors  and  the  efficient,  reliable  planting 
and  tillage  equipment  to  pull  behind  them. 
Unique  Austoft  harvesters,  packed  from 
front  to  back  with  innovative  features  that 
are  proven  in  every  aspect  of  their  role. 
Big  new  Powerhauls  and  Trailhauls  are 
integrated  to  maximize  harvest  productivity. 
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CANE  SYSTEMS 


Austoft  is  the  original,  and  still  the  best, 
when  it  comes  to  cane  harvesting  systems. 

Excellent  service,  flexible  financing, 
broad  availability  of  genuine  parts,  and 
friendly,  professional  advise  from  your 
Case  IH  Austoft  dealer,  make  Case  IH 
Austoft  cane  systems  the  best  choice  for 
your  long-term  capital  investment  of 
agricultural  equipment. 


AUSTOFT  AMERICAS 

12771  WESTLINKS  DRIVE,  UNIT  #1 
FT.  MYERS,  FLORIDA  33913     USA 
TEL:  (941)  561-7844 
FAX:  (941)561-7855 

CASE  CORPORATION 

700  STATE  STREET 

RACINE,  WISCONSIN   53404     USA 

www.casecorp.com 


2001  HIGH  YIELD  WINNERS 
(1999  CROP) 


iiiii 


MP 


w 


till! ,. 


I 


fH 


iil 


<*£ 


SJM  Farms,  Inc. 

Top  20  Producer  - 
1st  Place 

1st  Place  District 
Acreage  Winner  - 
River/Bayou 
Lafourche  District 
Category  II 

Parish  Winner  - 
Assumption 


Jack  Bagent,  Vice  Chancellor  &  Director,  La.  Cooperative  Extension  Service;  Senator 
Mary  Landrieu;  Joe  Michel;  Shaun  Michel;  Rick  Louque,  Assumption  County  Agent;  and 
Herman  Waguespack,  Jr.,  League  Agronomist 


Hebert  Bros.  Farm 

Top  20  Producer  - 
2nd  Place 

1st  Place  District 
Acreage  Winner  - 
River/Bayou 
Lafourche  District 
Category  III 

Parish  Winner  - 
Lafourche 


Joe  Hebert  and  Al  Hebert  (kneeling);  Jack  Bagent,  Vice  Chancellor  &  Director,  La. 
Cooperative  Extension  Service;  Mike  Hebert;  Senator  Mary  Landrieu;  Tim  Hebert;  Mike 
Hebert,  Lafourche  County  Agent;  and  Herman  Waguespack,  Jr.,  League  Agronomist 
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Ricky,  William  &  John  Broussard 
Top  20  Producer  -  3rd  Place 
1st  Place  District  Acreage  Winner 
Teche  District  Category  I 
Parish  Winner  -  Iberia 


Ricky  Broussard;  Jimmy  Flannigan,  Iberia  County  Agent;  William  Broussard  and  John 
Broussard 


liftl 

mm 


Blanchard  Farms,  Inc. 
Top  20  Producer  -  4th  Place 


ami 


Jack  Bagent,  Vice  Chancellor  &  Director,  La.  Cooperative  Extension  Service;  Dave 
Blanchard;  Senator  Mary  Landrieu;  Al  Blanchard;  Rick  Louque,  Assumption  County 
Agent;  and  Herman  Waguespack,  Jr.,  League  Agronomist 


Aysen  Bros. 

Top  20  Producer  -  5th  Place 


Jack  Bagent,  Vice  Chancellor  &  Director,  La.  Cooperative  Extension  Service;  David 
Aysen;  Senator  Mary  Landrieu;  Barry  Aysen;  Mike  Hebert,  Lafourche  County  Agent;  and 
Herman  Waguespack,  Jr.,  League  Agronomist 


17 


Mark  D.  Patout 
Top  20  Producer  - 

6th  Place 
1st  Place  District  Acreage  Winner 

Teche  District  Category  III 


t 
Jimmy  Flannigan,  Iberia  Parish  County  Agent  and  Mark  Patout 


Rebecca  Plantation 
Top  20  Producer  - 

7th  Place 
2nd  Place  District  Acreage  Winner 

River/Bayou  Lafourche  District 

Category  III 
Parish  Winner  -  Terrebonne 
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Gene  Clement;  Nicholas  Arcement;  and  Ronnie  Kraemer  (Seated);  Jack  Bagent,  Vice 
Chancellor  &  Director,  La.  Cooperative  Extension  Service;  Senator  Mary  Landrieu; 
Norris  Matherne;  Joe  Guidry;  Barton  Joffrion,  Terrebonne  County  Agent;  and  Herman 
Waguespack,  Jr.,  League  Agronomist 


Denis  Knobloch 

Top  20  Producer  -  8th  Place 

1st  Place  District  Acreage  Winner 

River/Bayou  Lafourche  District 

Category  I 


Jack  Bagent,  Vice  Chancellor  &  Director,  La.  Cooperative  Extension  Service;  Dennis 
Knobloch;  Senator  Mary  Landrieu;  Mike  Hebert,  Lafourche  County  Agent;  and  Herman 
Waguespack,  Jr.,  League  Agronomist 
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Sugar  Haven 

Top  20  Producer  -  9th  Place 

Parish  Winner  -  Ascension 
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Brent  Barbier  and  Jimmy  Garrett,  St.  James  County  Agent 


Ted  Broussard  Farms,  Inc. 
Top  20  Producer  -  10th  Place 
1st  Place  District  Acreage  Winner 

Teche  District  Category  II 
Parish  Winner  -  St.  Mary 
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Jack  Bagent,  Vice  Chancellor  &  Director,  La.  Cooperative  Extension  Service;  Senator 
Mary  Landrieu;  Ted  Broussard;  Don  Fontenot,  St.  Mary  County  Agent;  and  Windell  Jackson, 
League  Agronomist 
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Melancon  Sugar  Cane  Farm 
Top  20  Producer  -  11th  Place 
1st  Place  District  Acreage  Winner 
Teche  District  Category  IV 
Parish  Winner  -  St.  Martin 


Mario  Melancon,  Rose  Melancon  and  Vicky  Melancon  (seated);  Jack  Bagent,  Vice 
Chancellor  &  Director,  La.  Cooperative  Extension  Service;  Nicky  Melancon;  Senator  Mary 
Landrieu;  Brian  Melancon;  Craig  Melancon;  Alfred  Guidry,  St.  Martin  County  Agent;  and 
Windell  Jackson,  League  Agronomist 
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Landry  Farms 

Top  20  Producer -12th  Place 
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Jack  Bagent,  Vice  Chancellor  &  Director,  La.  Cooperative  Extension  Service;  Senator 
Mary  Landrieu;  Joel  Landry;  Rick  Louque,  Assumption  County  Agent;  and  Herman 
Waguespack,  Jr.,  League  Agronomist 


Foley  Farms 

Top  20  Producer -13th  Place  (tie) 
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Jack  Bagent,  Vice  Chancellor  &  Director,  La.  Cooperative  Extension  Service;  Senator 
Mary  Landrieu;  Michael  Foley;  Pat  Foley;  Rick  Louque,  Assumption  County  Agent;  and 
Herman  Waguespack,  Jr.,  League  Agronomist 
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Martin  &  Poche,  Inc. 

Top  20  Producer  -  13th  Place  (tie) 

Parish  Winner  -  St.  James 


Wayne  Poche;  Keith  Martin;  Jimmy  Garrett,  St.  James  County  Agent;  Chad  LeBlanc  and 
Elgin  Alleman 
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Laurel  Valley  Plantation 
Top  20  Producer -15th  Place 


Jack  Bagent,  Vice  Chancellor  &  Director,  La.  Cooperative  Extension  Service;  Jerry  McKee; 
Senator  Mary  Landrieu;  Houston  Gervais;  Mike  Hebert,  Lafourche  County  Agent;  and 
Herman  Waguespack,  Jr.,  League  Agronomist 


Denis  Thibodeaux  &  Sons,  Inc. 
Top  20  Producer  -  16th  Place 
1st  Place  District  Acreage  Winner 

River/Bayou  Lafourche  District 

Category  IV 


Wade  Thibodeaux;  Gerald  Thibodeaux;  Jessie  Thibodeaux;  Kenneth  Thibodeaux  (seated); 
Jack  Bagent,  Vice  Chancellor  &  Director,  La.  Cooperative  Extension  Service;  Bruce 
Thibodeaux;  Craig  Thibodeaux;  Denis  Thibodeaux;  Senator  Mary  Landrieu;  Rick  Louque, 
Assumption  County  Agent;  and  Herman  Waguespack,  Jr.,  League  Agronomist 
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Clement,  Clement  &  Broussard 
Top  20  Producer  -  17th  Place 
2nd  Place  District  Acreage  Winner 
Teche  District  Category  I 

w 
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Jack  Bagent,  Vice  Chancellor  &  Director,  La.  Cooperative  Extension  Service;    Senator 
Mary  Landrieu;  Lenis  (Boo)  Clement,  Jr.;  and  Don  Fontenot,  St.  Mary  County  Agent 
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Kevin  Breaux  Farms 

Top  20  Producer  -  18th  Place  (tie) 


Jack  Bagent,  Vice  Chancellor  &  Director,  La.  Cooperative  Extension  Service;  Senator 
Mary  Landrieu;  Kevin  Breaux;  Don  Fontenot,  St.  Mary  County  Agent;  and  Windell  Jackson, 
League  Agronomist 


Charles  Landry  &  Sons 
Top  20  Producer  -  18th  Place  (tie) 
1st  Place  District  Acreage  Winner  - 
Northern  District  Category  IV 
Parish  Winner  -  West  Baton  Rouge 


Jack  Bagent,  Vice  Chancellor  &  Director,  La.  Cooperative  Extension  Service;  Chuck  Landry; 
Senator  Mary  Landrieu;  Charles  Landry,  Sr.,  Antoine  Landry  and  Harry  Laws,  West  Baton 
Rouge  County  Agent;  and  Herman  Waguespack,  Jr.,  League  Agronomist 


Woods  Farms,  Inc. 

Top  20  Producer  -  20th  Place 


Jack  Bagent,  Vice  Chancellor  &  Director,  La.  Cooperative  Extension  Service;  Ronald 
Woods;  Senator  Mary  Landrieu;  Eugene  Woods;  Rick  Louque,  Assumption  County  Agent; 
and  Herman  Waguespack,  Jr.,  League  Agronomist 
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Sugarcane  on  Clay  Soil 
Responds  to  Irrigation 


Howard  P.  Viator 

Iberia  Research  Station 

LSU  AgCenter 


Ronald  Hebert,  Jr. 

Ronald  Hebert  Farms 

Jeanerette,  La. 


Introduction: 

Previous  irrigation  studies  in  Louisiana  have  generally  indicated  a  lack  of  response  of  sugarcane 
to  supplemental  water.  In  all  of  the  published  investigations,  sugarcane  in  the  un-irrigated  control 
plots  benefited  from  timely  rainfall  either  during  the  drought  or  late  in  the  growing  season. 

In  1998,  we  conducted  and  reported  on  (Sugar  Bulletin  Vol.  78  No.  8,  page  20)  an  experiment  to 
measure  the  response  to  irrigation  of  LCP  85-384  grown  on  a  silt  loam  soil.  The  lack  of  a  positive 
response  to  irrigation  water  in  that  study  was  attributed  to  the  exploitation  of  moisture  stored  from 
excessive  winter  rainfall.  That  dry  soil  conditions  depress  growth  of  cane  more  on  fine-textured  or 
clay  soils  is  well  documented.  Root  development  tends  to  be  less  extensive  on  clay  soil,  resulting 
in  less  use  of  the  available  soil-water  reservoir.  A  study  to  measure  the  response  of  sugarcane 
grown  on  a  heavy-textured,  clay  soil  to  supplemental  irrigation  water  was  conducted  during  the 
drought  of  2000. 

Experimental  Methods: 

The  experiment  site  was  an  Alligator  clay  soil,  and  the  crop  was  plant  cane  of  cultivar  LCP  85- 
384.  Plots  of  the  two  treatments,  irrigated  and  non-irrigated  sugarcane,  consisted  of  four  590-ft- 
long  rows.  An  interplot  buffer  zone  of  eight  rows  (46.7  ft)  was  established  to  prevent  the  permeation 
of  irrigation  water  between  irrigated  and  control  plots. 

The  year  2000  was  one  of  the  driest  since  records  began  in  1889,  with  total  precipitation  from 
the  initiation  of  the  study  in  May  to  the  late-October  harvest  of  the  plots  of  19.9  inches  (average 
precipitation  for  May-October,  based  on  area  records  for  a  25-yr  period,  totals  35  inches).  The 
situation  was  worsened  by  a  relatively  dry  fall  and  winter  preceding  the  summer  drought. 

Approximately  3  acre-inches  of  irrigation  water  were  supplied  in  furrows  at  each  of  four  dates: 
May  5,  May  25,  July  21  and  August  28,  2000.  A  total  of  about  11  acre-inches  of  water  was  pumped. 
Weekly  growth  measurements  were  recorded  from  early  May  to  the  late-October  harvest.  Irrigations 
were  scheduled  when  growth  slowed  to  2  inches  or  less  per  week,  except  for  the  July  irrigation,  at 
which  time  the  growth  was  more  than  2  inches  per  week. 
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Fig.  1   Stalk  elongation  rate  as  affected  by       October 
irrigation  treatment 
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Results: 

Stalks  elongated  at  an  accelerated  rate  in  the  irrigated  plots  (figure  1).  Before  the  first  significant 
rainfall  (1.14  inches  on  June  5)  of  the  drought,  irrigated  cane  grew  at  about  twice  the  rate  of  the 
control.  The  height  advantage  for  irrigated  cane  was  maintained  throughout  the  growing  season, 
eventually  attaining  a  19.3-inch  disparity  at  harvest.  It  is  important  to  note 

that  the  drought-stressed  cane  in  the  control  plots  did  not  compensate  when  the  drought  broke  in 
September.  Both  the  control  and  irrigated  plots  grew  14  inches  from  the  drought-breaking,  September 
8-10  rains  to  the  late-October  harvest,  thereby  maintaining  the  height  disparity  that  developed 
earlier  in  the  growing  season. 

As  can  be  seen  in  table  1,  cane  and  sugar  yields  were  reflective  of  the  height  difference  between 
the  control  and  irrigated  plots.  Irrigated  plots  produced  significantly  higher  cane  and  sugar  yields 
than  did  the  control  plots.  In  contrast  to  beltwide  delayed  maturity  observed  after  the  September 
rains  that  ended  the  1998  drought,  identical  CRSs  of  213  lbs  per  ton  for  the  treatments  in  the  2000 
study  suggest  normal  maturity  for  the  drought-stressed  cane.  Clearly,  this  was  because  of  dry 
conditions  that  prevailed  the  month  before  harvest,  accounting  for  average  stalk  elongation  of  less 
than  an  inch  per  week  for  the  entire  month  of  October  2000. 


Table  1 .  The  influence  of  irrigation  water  on  the  yield  and  quality  of  cane  grown  on  clay. 

Irrigation  treatment 

Yields  of 
Sugar,  lbs/ac                  Cane,  tons/ac 

CRS,  lbs/ton 

Irrigated 

7,072 

33.2 

213 

Control 

4,921 

23.1 

213 

P= 

.08 

.06 

.96 

Observations: 

Although  it  is  risky  to  draw  comparisons  of  the  results  of  sugarcane  studies  conducted  in  different 
seasons  involving  different  soil  types,  a  few  observations  about  the  contrary  results  obtained  with 
the  two  irrigation  studies  are  warranted.  The  droughts  of  1998  and  2000,  while  appearing  to  be 
similar  in  duration  and  severity,  were  notably  dissimilar  in  consequences.  Although  both  years  had 
an  extended  drought  from  May  through  late  summer,  the  1998  drought  was  preceded  by  an 
exceedingly  wet  January  -  March  period  and  followed  by  a  relatively  wet  fall.  Indeed,  despite  the 
drought  more  than  60  inches  of  rain  were  recorded  for  most  of  the  Sugar  Belt  in  1998.  We  contend, 
and  weekly-recorded  growth  measurements  strongly  indicate,  the  soil  moisture  contributed  by  the 
excessive  rains  in  the  winter  and  spring  sustained  adequate  cane  growth  on  the  silt  loam  soil  until 
soil  moisture  was  replenished  by  the  September  rains. 

Cane  suffering  through  the  drought  of  2000,  however,  did  not  benefit  from  soil  moisture 
stored  from  preceding  winter  rains.  In  fact,  the  soil  moisture  deficit  for  the  first  quarter  of  2000  was 
the  second  highest  on  record  since  1 889,  with  a  total  of  only  6.67  inches  of  rain  falling  from  January 
through  March  2000.  It  can  easily  be  argued  that  the  2000  drought  actually  started  with  a  relatively 
dry  1999  fall  and  extended  through  an  exceedingly  dry  January-June  2000  period.  Like  the  drought 
of  1998,  the  drought  of  2000  was  alleviated  by  early-September  rains. 

Also  complicating  the  comparison  of  the  results  from  the  irrigation  experiments  was  the 
difference  in  soil  type.  A  direct  comparison  of  the  effects  of  soil  texture  on  irrigation  efficacy  was 
not  available  in  either  study.  It  is,  however,  likely  a  response  to  irrigation  water  would  have  been 
observed  on  clay  in  1998  and  on  silt  loam  in  2000. 

Using  estimates  from  the  1998  irrigation  study,  cost  to  supply  each  acre-inch  of  irrigation 
water  totaled  $2.44  (unadjusted  for  mill  and  landowner  shares).  Therefore,  in  2000  the  additional 
10  tons  of  cane  obtained  by  pumping  approximately  11  acre-inches  of  irrigation  water  cost  about 
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$27.  This  confirms  what  other  researchers  have  discovered  elsewhere  during  extremely  dry  periods: 
1  acre-inch  of  water  will  provide  a  yield  of  about  one  ton  of  cane  per  acre  if  other  factors  are  not 
limiting.  This  is  a  convenient  rule  of  thumb,  but  one  that  is  perilous  when  applied  in  high-rainfall 
areas  that  rarely  suffer  yield-limiting  droughts. 

The  contradictory  results  of  the  1998  and  2000  irrigation  studies  point  to  the  uncertainty  of 
getting  a  response  to  irrigation  in  high-rainfall  environments.  There  remains  a  need  for  scheduling 
techniques  acceptable  to  the  grower  and  accurate  enough  to  assure  good  returns  from  the  irrigation 
investment.  Even  then  the  occurrence  of  unexpected  rainfall  makes  irrigation  management  difficult 
in  humid  regions. 

Acknowledgments: 

The  irrigation  experiment  was  supported  by  the  sugarcane  growers  and  millers  through  the 
American  Sugar  Cane  League  of  the  U.S.A.,  Inc. 


The  Bank  of  Commerce 

32460  Bowie  Street 
White  Castle,  Louisiana  70788 


Phone:  (225)  545-3656  /  Fax:  (225)  545-3911 
E-Mail:  bkcom@bellsouth.net 


Specializing  in  sugar  cane  crop  and  equipment  loans 

Locally  owned  and  operated  full  service  bank 

Competitive  rates  with  low  closing  costs 

Personal  service  with  on  site  approval  process 

Cash  flow  projections,  budget  analysis  and  comparative  analysis 


Come  and  visit  our  staff  of  friendly  professionals 

Today! 

FDIC  Insured  equal  housing 

LENDER 


25 


ENVIRONMENTAL   PERSPECTIVE 


By  Sames  F.  Coerver,  P.E. 
O.E.C.,  Inc. 


Corbon  Dioxide,  Qlohal  Warming  and  Politics 


President  Bush  is  now  taking  a  lot  of  heat 
from  environmentalists  for  reneging  on 
what  they  say  was  a  campaign  promise 
to  regulate  carbon  dioxide  as  an  air  pollutant  in 
the  same  way  that  pollutants  such  as  sulfur 
oxides,  nitrogen  oxide  and  carbon  monoxide  are 
regulated.  Entrenched  bureaucrats  at  USEPA 
would  be  pleased  to  do  just  that.  Carbon  dioxide 
is  not  an  air  pollutant  but  rather  it  is  essential 
for  the  growth  of  plant  life  such  as  trees  and 
sugarcane  through  the  process  of 
photosynthesis.  In  only  one  campaign  speech 
did  President  Bush  so  indicate,  but  it  certainly 
was  not  a  repeated  promise  and  it  certainly  was 
not  environmentalist  votes  that  got  him  elected. 
Concern  about  carbon  dioxide  arises  from 
conjecture  that  carbon  dioxide  buildup  in  the 
earth's  atmosphere  can  contribute  to  "global 
warming,"  a  condition  that  could,  in  theory, 
cause  catastrophic  climatic  changes  and  sea 
level  rise  due  to  melting  polar  ice  caps. 
Environmentalists  blame  the  prospective  carbon 
dioxide  buildup  entirely  on  the  burning  of  fossil 
fuels,  especially  in  the  United  States.  Actually, 
every  animal  species  including  man  and  every 
vegetative  species  including  trees  that  rot  or  are 
burned,  emit  carbon  dioxide  to  the  atmosphere. 
If  carbon  dioxide  were  to  be  designated  as  an 
air  pollutant,  EPA  would  then  require  fossil 
fueled  power  plants  to  cut  back  on  such 
emissions,  and  the  only  known  way  to  do  that 
is  to  not  burn  the  fuel.  In  the  face  of  the  current 


electric  power  shortage  and  staggering 
economy,  it  would  not  be  very  smart  to  cut  back 
on  fossil  fuel  burning  until  such  time  as  there 
are  alternative  sources  of  affordable  energy  to 
take  its  place.  Funding  and  developing 
adequate  and  affordable  alternative  energy 
sources  will  take  a  lot  more  time  than 
environmentalists  want  to  give. 

After  suffering  one  of  the  coldest  winters  in 
years,  the  carbon  dioxide-global  warming 
theory  is  not  getting  any  easier  to  comprehend. 
In  fact,  hundreds  of  thousands  of  cattle  have 
died  in  heavy  snows  and  sub-zero  temperatures 
in  Mongolia  and  northern  China.  The  coldest 
chill  in  Siberia  in  half  a  century  has  driven 
wolves  from  their  forest  habitat  to  attack 
villages  and  farms  for  food.  After  all,  the  world 
has  definitely  warmed  since  the  last  ice  age, 
and  that  warming  trend  began  long  before 
mankind  discovered  and  began  using  fossil 
fuels. 

There  was  no  severe  wintertime  respite  in 
"global  warming"  alarms  in  the 
environmentalist  news  media,  merely  a  change 
in  emphasis.  Instead  of  harping  on  melting 
polar  ice,  the  emphasis  was  on  the  82  percent 
decline  since  1912  of  snow  and  ice  cover  atop 
Mount  Kilimanjaro,  which  is  located  in 
equatorial  Africa,  attributed  to  "global 
warming."  What  is  not  being  said  is  that  this 
meltdown  occurred  concurrently  with  the 
destruction  of  rainforest  ringing  the  mount, 
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depriving  the  area  of  sufficient  heat  and  carbon 
dioxide  "sink"  and  sufficient  moisture  for  the 
"Snows  of  Kilimanjaro,"  and  thereby  increasing 
local  atmospheric  temperatures  to  melt  existing 
snow  cover. 

The  Kilimanjaro  situation  is  really  a 
microcosm  of  the  world's  global  warming 
problem.  That  problem  is  not  just  the  burning 
of  fossil  fuels  but  the  worldwide  destruction  of 
heat  and  carbon  dioxide  sinks  such  as  the 
rainforests  and  the  over  harvesting  of  slow 
growing  alpine  and  arctic  forests.  One  has  to 
wonder  why  international  environmentalists 
rejected  outright  the  recent  proposal  (offer)  by 
the  Clinton  Administration  to  obtain  the  carbon 
dioxide  emission  reductions  in  the  USA  called 
for  by  the  "Kyoto  Climate  Treaty"  by  expanded 
forest  and  agricultural  production  rather  than 
decreased  fossil  fuel  burning  (see  January  2001 
Sugar  Bulletin). 

Backing  off  from  an  ill-conceived  utterance 
during  the  recent  political  campaign  is  not 
nearly  as  bad  as  failing  to  do  so.  More 
importantly,  the  carbon  dioxide  issue  is  now  to 
be  included  in  an  addressing  of  the  more 
immediate  and  urgent  problem  of  developing  a 
long  range  national  energy  policy  and  program 
that  seeks  to  reduce  energy  demand,  reduce 
fossil  fuel  burning,  develop  adequate  non- 
polluting  energy  sources,  and  hopefully  it  will 
also  include  expanded  agricultural  and  forest 
production  to  help  keep  atmospheric  carbon 


dioxide  at  a  healthy  level.  If  such  a  sensible 
energy  policy  evolves  and  is  implemented 
promptly,  the  President  will  be  doing  profound 
good  for  present  and  future  generations. 

The  cane  sugar  industry  can  be  of  significant 
help  in  solving  the  long  range  energy  problems 
and  also  help  the  carbon  dioxide  situation.  The 
bagasse  burned  as  boiler  fuel  at  sugar  mills  does 
not  add  to  the  global  carbon  dioxide  problems 
because  sugar  cane  growing  in  fields  to  supply 
the  sugar  mills  takes  much  more  carbon  dioxide 
out  of  the  air  than  the  bagasse  burning  emits. 
The  industry  could  help  by: 

1.  Cogenerating  electricity 

2.  Operating  under  regulations  that 
emphasize  boiler  combustion  efficiency 
rather  than  unnecessarily  controlling 
gaseous  emissions. 

3.  Burning  cane  field  trash  in  power  boilers 
rather  than  in  the  fields. 

4.  Growing  more  sugar  cane  to  "sink" 
carbon  dioxide,  replace  imported  sugar, 
and  to  manufacture  alternative  non-fossil 
fuels  such  as  alcohol. 

Hopefully,  the  Bush  Administration  will  give 
these  capabilities  some  consideration. 
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CLASSIFIEDS    -    FOR    SALE 


1086  Int'l  Harvester  in  working  condition  - 
$5,000.  Call  Joel  Luke  at  (337)  836-9449  or 
(504)  397-0863. 

3-row  Prine  Cane  Plow,  excellent  condition 
with  fenders  and  back  sweep  -  $6,500;  4-row 
Thompson  Folding  Layby  Cultivator  - 

$5,000.  Call  Ross  at  (318)  279-2326  or  (318) 
452-4231. 

Direct  Haul  Side  Dump  Billett  Wagons,  12- 

15  ton,  Davis  axles  16  ply  -  $13,000  -  20,000/ 
set.  Call  Ronald  Gonsoulin  at  (337)  365-1674 
(night)  or  (337)  364-4615  (day). 

1988  Broussard  Model  223  Two  Row 
Harvester  cab  &  air  extended  front  end, 
extended  piling  gate  JD  power.  Excellent 
condition.  Call  Sidney  Andras  (985)  446-1129 
day  or  night. 

3  Whole  Stalk  Trailers  with  Quick  Hitches, 
extra  hubs  and  wheels;  2  Air  Conditioner 
units  for  Tractor,  Loader  or  Harvester  Cabs. 
Complete  running  gear  for  1 4  foot  Baturing 
Woods  Shredder;  Lilliston  Hoes;  Butane 
Tank  and  Cane  Burner.  Call  Russell  Judice 
at  (337)  394-  4727. 

(2)  4ft.  Automatic  Cane  Planters  with 
Louviere  valve  equipped  $1 ,700  per  planter; 
Large  Bayou  Service  Planters  Aid  -  3  yrs  old 
$3,200;  Thompson  3-row  Cultivator  with  off 
bar  $300;  Homemade  V-plow  with  cylinder 
$200;  1990  Model  2-Row  Broussard 
Harvester  -  $30,000;  1986  Model  SP  1800 
4WD  Cameco  Cane  Loader  -  $27,000; 
Lincoln  Gas  Welding  Machine  on  trailer  with 
new  engine  and  armature -$1,700;  45  ft.  Float 
Trailer  with  new  24.5  tires  -  $2,500;  Cane 
Transloader  Grab  for  John  Deere  Excavator  - 
$500;  (6)  Wholestalk  Cane  Transloader 
Wagons  with  Davis  running  gear  $500  per 
wagon;  (4)  Wholestalk  Cane  Trailers  for 
trucks  -  make  offer.  Call  Troy  Canella  at  (225) 
687-1608. 


From  family  operation.  Call  (225)  627-4862 
(leave  a  message)  or  (225)  627-9459 
(evenings). 

1988  Int'l  Truck  -  $9,500;    Auto  Planter  - 

$3,500.  Call  Johnny  McCollum  at  (504)  446- 
0136. 

1996  2-row  LaCane  Tiger  Loader,  2,000  hrs., 
excellent  condition  -  $53,000;  20  -  New  1 6.9x28 
R1 W  tires  -  $325  each;  20  -  New  1 6.9x30  R1 W 
tires  -  $425  each.  Call  (337)  879-7932  (W) 
leave  message. 

1983  Single-row  Broussard  Harvester, 

double  ends  &  scroll,  CAT  3208  engine,  New 
18-4-  38  tires,  with  pulling  wheel,  shredder 
topper  -  $10,000;  JD  4840  with  new  trans  & 
engine  overhauled  in  '97  -  $12,000;  3-row 
Bottom  Type  Plow  Int'l,  heavy  duty  and  gauge 
wheels  -  $3,000;  4-row  JD  style  with  gauge 
wheels  and  cyclers  -  $2,500;  JD  4240,  Hi- 
clearance  1981 ;  JD  Disk  Plow,  heavy  duty,  17' 

-  $1,000;  Int'l  3-row  Chopper  -  $700.  Call 
Damiam  Pierre  at  (337)  229-6932. 

Family  Farm  equipment:  4  sets  Direct  Haul 
Chain  Net  Wagons,  1 3.6  x  24  grader  tires.  Call 
(337)  365-5036  night  or  day  or  (337)  373-7791 
and  ask  for  Thomas. 

1992  Cameco  S-30  Single-row  Harvester, 

cab  &  air  with  extended  gate  and  front  end  to 
accommodate  4-rows  in  one,  gathering  arms 
have  been  extended.  Front  wheel  pull. 
Excellent  Condition  -  $42,000.  Call  (337)  276- 
4547  office,  (337)  276-4778  home,  or  (337) 
276-7070  shop. 

Ingersol  Dresser  Model  14  well  head  - 
$1 1 ,000;  Thomson  3-row  Cultivator  w/off  bars 

-  $2,250;  Shop  Made  Land  Leveler  -  $800; 
Shop  Made  Spray  Rig  Boomer  -  $450;  Huval 
Ditcher  -  $500.  Call  Gary  Lavergne  @  (337) 
945-7988  mobile  or  (337)  942-5370  home. 


1997  Cameco  10  ton  High  Dump  Billet 
Wagon  -  $20,000;  JD  200  LC  Excavator  (1 800 

hours)  with  hydraulic  thumb,  quick  coupler, 
digging  bucket,  clean-out  bucket,  &  V-bucket  - 
$130,000;  1999  Shop  Made  3-row  3-point 
hitch  Fertilizer  Applicator  with  500  gal.  tank, 
hydraulic  pump,  &  coulter  knives  -  $2,500. 


WANTED:  Used  Combine  and  Wagons.  Call 
Jerry  Martin,  Martin  Farms,  Raceland  at  (985) 
537-7045. 

WANTED:  1 0  ton  Hi  Dump  Wagons  30"  tires, 
rocking  tandem.  Call  Ronald  Gonsoulin  at  (337) 
365-1674  (night)  or  (337)  364-4615  (day). 


28 


COMMERCIAL  MEMBERS  OF  THE 

AMERICAN  SUGAR  CANE  LEAGUE  OF  THE  U.S.A.,  INC. 


The  Bank  of  Commerce 

P.  O.  Box  517,  White  Castle,  LA  70788 

BASF  (formerly  American  Cyanamid) 
P.  O.  Box  10955,  New  Iberia,  LA  70562 

Bayer  Corporation 

300  Legacy  Dr.,  Pineville,  LA  71360 

Broussard,  Bush  &  Hurst,  Inc. 

11764  Haymarket  Dr.,  Baton  Rouge,  LA  70816 

Broussard  Cane  Equipment,  LLC 

P.  O.  Box  2869,  Parks,  LA  70582 

CAMECO  Industries,  Inc. 

P.  O  Box  968,  Thibodaux,  LA  70302 

Cane  Equipment  Cooperative,  Inc. 

25265  Hwy.  1  South,  Plaquemine,  LA  70764 

Case  IH 

441  E.  Magnolia  St.,  Eunice,  LA  70535 

Coastal  Sugar  Producers  Co-op  Association 

P.  O.  Box  1509,  Winnie,  TX  77665 

CoBank 

Jackson  Region,  P.O.  Box  99 
Madison,  MS  39110 

Cost  Management  Services,  Inc. 

A  Member  Company  of  Huval  Insurance  Group 
P.  O.  Box  80978,  Lafayette,  LA  70598-0978 

The  Cottonport  Bank 

P.  O.  Box  367,  Cottonport,  LA  71327 

Dravo  Lime  Company 

Pelican  State  Division 

12797  Scenic  Highway,  Baton  Rouge,  LA  70807 

Duplantier,  Hrapmann,  Hogan  &  Maher 

Certified  Public  Accountants 

1340  Poydras  St.,  Suite  2000,  New  Orleans,  LA  70112 

Dupont  Ag  Products 

458  McCown  Rd.,  Welsh,  LA  70591 

Estes  Refractory 

P.  O.  Box  94,  Jeanerette,  LA  70544 

First  South  ACA 

P.  O.  Box  667,  Thiboduax,  LA  70302 
P.  O.  Box  10908,  New  Iberia,  LA  70562 

Gulf  Engineers  &  Consultants,  Inc. 

9357  Interline  Ave.,  Baton  Rouge,  LA  70809 

Hibernia  National  Bank 

P.  O.  Box  3597,  Baton  Rouge,  LA  70821 
P.  O.  Box  819,  Thibodaux,  LA  70302 


Louisiana  Commerce  &  Trade  Assn. 

(Specializing  in  Workman's  Comp  and  other  Commercial  Insurance) 
1010  Florida  Blvd.,  Baton  Rouge,  LA  70802 

Louisiana  Federal  Land  Bank  Association 

P.  O.  Box  432,  Opelousas,  LA  70571 
P.  O.  Box  1208,  Port  Allen,  LA  70767 

Material  Resources,  Inc. 

P.  O.  Box  1183,  Port  Allen,  LA  70767 

Monsanto 

204  Cresthill,  Youngsville,  LA  70592 

M  &  L  Industries 

1210  St.  Charles  St.,  Houma,  LA  70360 
3811  Hwy.  90  East,  Broussard,  LA  70518 
5810  Airline  Hwy,  Baton  Rouge,  LA  70805 

M.J.  Naquin,  Inc. 

205  Arms  St.,  Thibodaux,  LA  70301 

Nadler,  Inc. 

P.  O.  Box  359,  Plaquemine,  LA  70765 

Ouachita  Fertilizer 

3714  Old  Spanish  Trail  E.,  New  Iberia,  LA  70560 

Plaquemine  Bank  &  Trust 

P.  O.  Box  626,  Plaquemine,  LA  70765-0626 

Quality  Industries 

118  W.  Main,  P.  O.  Box  406,  Thibodaux,  LA  70302 

Regions  Bank 

P.  O  Box  11240,  New  Iberia,  LA  70562-1240 
P.  O.  Box  587,  Franklin,  LA  70538 

Rohm  &  Haas 

503  S.  Michot  Dr.,  Lafayette,  LA  70508 

Southern  Agribusiness  Associates 

120  Southpointe  Dr.,  Suite  B,  Jackson,  MS  39212 

Spectra-Physics  Laserplane 

703  Fragala,  Rayville,  LA  71269 

3-D  Chemical,  Inc. 

P.  O.  Box  607,  St.  Martinville,  LA  70582 
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UP  FRONT  WITH  THE    LEAGUE 


By  Chorlie  AVeloncon 


Editor's  Note: 

On  April  26,  2001,  representatives  of  the  United  States  sugar  industry  appeared  before  the  House 
Agricultural  Committee  to  provide  information  and  address  questions  concerning  the  sugar  program, 
present  and  future.  The  testimony  was  given,  jointly,  by  Ray  VanDriessche,  a  sugar  beet  farmer 
from  Michigan  and  President  of  the  American  Sugar  Beet  Growers  Association,  and  Jack  Nelson, 
President  of  the  Rio  Grande  Valley  Sugar  Growers  in  Santa  Rosa,  Texas.  The  following  is  very 
comprehensive  text  of  information  provided  to  the  Committee  prior  to  the  actual  testimony.  I  felt 
that  everyone  in  the  industry  should  have  a  grasp  of  "all "  issues  that  are  affecting  our  industry  that 
our  government  should,  or  could,  address.  The  actual  testimony  was  not  as  extensive. 

The  information  is  quite  extensive,  but  again,  I  wanted  everyone  to  know  what  is  out  there. 

Testimony  of 

Ray  VanDriessche  on  behalf  of  the 

American  Sugar  Alliance  on 

The  Future  of  U.S.  Sugar  Policy" 

Committee  on  Agriculture 

U.S.  House  of  Representatives 

Washington,  D.C. 

April  26,  2001 


Mr.  Chairman,  Mr.  Stenholm,  Members  of  the  Committee:  Thank  you  for  the  opportunity  to 
testify  before  you  today  on  issues  critical  to  the  future  of  the  American  sugar  and  sweetener  industry. 

I  am  Ray  VanDriessche,  a  farmer  from  Bay  City,  Michigan,  and  current  president  of  the  American 
Sugarbeet  Growers  Association,  with  12,000  growers  nationwide.  I  am  proud  today  to  speak  on 
behalf  of  American  growers,  processors,  and  refiners  of  sugarbeets  and  sugarcane  -  172,000  farmers, 
workers,  and  their  families,  in  27  states,  employed  directly  and  indirectly  by  the  U.S.  sugar  producing 
industry. 

I  am  accompanied  by  Jack  Nelson,  president  of  Rio  Grande  Valley  Sugar  Growers,  a  sugarcane 
growing  and  processing  company  in  Santa  Rosa,  Texas;  Jim  Horvath,  president  of  American  Crystal 
Sugar  Company,  a  beet  processing  cooperative  in  Moorhead,  Minnesota;  Jack  Lay,  president  of 
Refined  Sugars  Inc.,  a  sugar  cane  refinery  in  Yonkers,  New  York;  and  by  Jack  Roney,  staff  economist 
for  the  American  Sugar  Alliance,  located  here  in  Washington.  These  gentlemen  will  assist  me  in 
answering  your  questions  in  their  areas  of  expertise. 

I  would  like  to  describe  to  you  the  current  plight  of  American  sugar  producers,  the  ways  in 
which  we  are  similar  to  other  major  U.S.  program  crops  and  the  ways  in  which  we  are  not,  the 
domestic  and  foreign  factors  behind  the  financial  and  policy  crises  we  are  facing,  and  the  legislative 
remedies  that  will  work  best  for  American  sugar  producers,  consumers,  and  taxpayers.  ( The  source 
of  the  data  in  this  testimony  is  the  U.S.  Department  of  Agriculture,  unless  otherwise  noted.  Endnotes 


appear  on  page  19;  Figures  begin  on  page  20,  Appendices  on  page  32.) 

A.  American  Sugar  Producers  in  Crisis 

American  sugar  producers  face  economic,  domestic  policy  and  trade  policy  crises  that  profoundly 
threaten  their  existence. 


1.  Producer  prices  for  sugar  began  falling  in  1997  and  1998  Farm  Bill  and  plummeted  in  1999  and 
2000.  American  sugar  producers,  both  beet  and  cane,  have  been  facing  sugar  prices  at  or  near 
22-year  lows  for  most  of  the  past  two  years.  Raw  cane  and  refined  beet  sugar  producers'  lost 
income  on  the  1996  through  2000  crops,  relative  to  1995-crop  prices,  has  been  ruinous  and  will 
likely  total  more  than  $2.2  billion.  (See  table  below  and  Figures  1-2.) 


Cane  and  Beet  Sugar  Producer  Lost  Income  on  1997-2001  Crops, 

Compared  with  1996-Crop  Prices 

Raw  Cane  Producer                   Beet  Sugar  Producer 

Total 

Lost  Income                                Lost  Income 

-Million  dollars- 

1996/97 

32                                                     59 

90 

1997/98 

30                                                   261 

291 

1998/99 

34                                                    150 

184 

1999/00 

333                                                 645 

979 

2000/01* 

116                                                 566 

682 

Grand  Total 

$545                                            $1,681 

$2,226 

*  Projected, 

based  on 

April  2001  USDA  World  Agricultural  Supply  and  Demand  Estimates  report  and  October  - 

March  2000/01  average  prices. 

Data  Source 

:  USDA 

Unlike  other  program-crop  farmers  who  have  experienced  low  prices,  American  sugar  producers 
have  received  no  direct-payment  income  support  from  the  government  to  cushion  the  financial 
blow  of  these  historically  low  prices. 

Since  1996  17  beet  and  cane  processing  mills  have  closed  or  announced  their  closure  (Figure  3). 
Other  mills  threaten  closure.  The  nation's  largest  seller  of  refined  sugar  is  in  bankruptcy.  Both 
this  company  and  the  nation's  second  biggest  sugar  seller  are  attempting  to  sell  their  beet 
processing  or  cane  refining  operations,  but  are  hard  pressed  to  find  buyers  or  complete  sales 
because  of  the  financial  uncertainty.  Buyers  of  last  resort  have  tended  to  be  the  growers 
themselves,  desperate  to  find  a  way  to  stay  in  business.  Failure  to  sell  these  operations  could 
lead  to  additional  mill  closures. 

Last  year,  for  the  first  time  in  nearly  two  decades,  sugar  producers  forfeited  a  significant  quantity 
of  sugar  to  the  government.  Cane  and  beet  sugar  1999-crop  forfeitures  totaled  949,080  tons,  raw 
value.  The  793,000  tons  of  sugar  remaining  under  government  ownership  have  absorbed  a  large 
portion  of  producers'  storage  capacity  and  overhang  the  domestic  market  with  a  price-depressing 
effect.  Wholesale  refined  sugar  prices  remain  well  below  forfeiture  levels,  which  varies  by 
region,  and  raw  cane  prices  are  barely  above  the  forfeiture  range  (Figures  4-5). 
The  government  is  no  longer  able  to  limit  sugar  imports  sufficiently  to  support  prices  and  avoid 
sugar  loan  forfeitures.  Within-quota  guaranteed  imports  are  too  large  and  threaten  to  become 
larger.  Non-quota  imports  are  rapidly  increasing. 

•  Within  quota:  International  trade  commitments  -  the  World  Trade  Organization  (WTO)  and 
the  North  American  Free  Trade  Agreement  (NAFTA)  —  require  the  United  States  to  provide 
a  minimum  import-access  amount  that  equates  to  as  much  as  15  percent  of  its  consumption, 


whether  the  U.S.  market  needs  that  sugar  or  not,  under  its  essentially  duty-free  tariff-rate 
quota  (TRQ)  for  sugar. 

•  The  Uruguay  Round  Agricultural  Agreement  (URAA)  of  the  WTO  commits  the  United 
States  to  importing  no  less  than  1.256  million  short  tons  per  year.  Actual  U.S.  needs  the 
past  two  years  have  been  substantially  less  than  that. 

•  The  NAFTA  granted  Mexico  access  to  the  U.S.  market  of  up  to  276,000  tons  per  year, 
roughly  35  times  Mexico's  traditional  access  to  our  market.  Worse  yet,  Mexico  is  now 
disputing  this  access  amount,  and  is  requesting  virtually  unlimited  access  to  our  market 
for  their  subsidized,  surplus  sugar. 

•  Outside  the  quota:  In  addition,  U.S.  borders  no  longer  effectively  control  the  entry  into  the 
U.S.  market  of  subsidized  foreign  sugar  outside  the  TRQ,  and  these  amounts  will  rise  if  not 
addressed: 

•  A  sugar  syrup,  called  stuffed  molasses,  concocted  solely  to  circumvent  the  TRQ,  continues 
to  enter  through  Canada,  despite  a  U.S.  Customs  Service  ruling  to  reverse  that  quota 
circumvention. 

•  Above-quota  entries  from  Mexico  have  occurred.  These  imports  are  made  possible  by 
NAFTA  provisions  reducing  the  so-called  second- tier  tariff  on  Mexican  sugar,  and  Mexican 
sugar  only,  to  zero  by  2008,  and  were  made  economic  by  declines  in  the  world  dump 
market  price. 

•  The  volume  of  non-TRQ  entries  from  both  countries  threatens  to  explode.  Barring  resolution 
of  these  two  import  problems,  no  domestic  policy  solution  for  U.S.  sugar  will  work. 

B.  Background  on  U.S.  and  World  Sugar  Markets,  Policies 

Before  moving  on  to  our  policy  recommendations,  it  is  important  to  provide  some  background 
on  the  unique  characteristics  of  the  U.S.  and  world  sugar  market  and  policies. 

Size  and  Competitiveness.  Sugar  is  grown  and  processed  in  16  states  and  420,000  American 
jobs,  in  42  states,  are  dependent,  directly  or  indirectly,  on  the  production  of  sugar  and  corn  sweeteners. 
The  industry  generates  an  estimated  $26.2  billion  in  economic  activity  annually.1  A  little  more  than 
half  of  domestic  sugar  production  is  from  sugarbeets,  the  remainder  from  sugarcane.  More  than 
half  our  caloric  sweetener  consumption  is  in  the  form  of  corn  sweeteners. 

Sugar  plays  an  important  role  in  the  overall  U.S.  agricultural  economy.  According  to  USDA 
data  for  the  1997/98-99/00  crop  years,  the  value  of  U.S.  sugar  production  averaged  $3.5  billion  per 
year  -  about  half  the  value  of  the  wheat  crop,  or  roughly  equal  to  the  combined  values  of  the  rice, 
sorghum,  barley,  and  oats  crops. 

In  the  four  states  where  sugarcane  is  grown,  it  tends  to  be  a  monoculture,  with  cane  grown  on  the 
same  land  year  after  year  -  in  Louisiana,  for  example,  for  more  than  two  centuries  and  in  Hawaii 
for  more  than  one  century.  In  some  areas,  sugarcane  has  been  the  only  agricultural  activity,  and 
sometimes  sole  business  activity,  for  generations.  In  the  12  states  where  sugarbeets  are  grown, 
beets  play  a  key  role  in  rotation  with  other  crops.  In  both  cane  and  beet  growing  areas,  growers 
must  either  own  processing  facilities  or  contract  with  processing  companies,  or  their  crops  have  no 
value. 

Sugar  is  an  essential  food  ingredient  and  the  U.S.  sugar  producing  industry  is  highly  efficient, 
highly  capitalized,  and  technologically  advanced.  It  provides  28 1  million  Americans  most  of  the 
sugar  they  demand,  in  45  different  product  specifications  and  with  "just-in-time"  delivery  that 
saves  grocers  and  food  manufacturers  storage  costs. 

The  United  States  is  the  world's  fourth  largest  sugar  producer,  trailing  only  Brazil,  India,  and 
China.  The  European  Union  (EU),  taken  collectively,  rivals  Brazil  as  the  world's  largest  producing 
region. 

The  United  States  is  also  the  world's  fourth  largest  sugar  importer.  Roughly  15-20%  of  U.S. 
sugar  demand  is  fulfilled  by  essentially  duty-free  imports  from  foreign  countries.  Many  of  the  41 
countries  supplying  sugar  to  the  United  States  are  developing  economies  with  fragile  democracies. 


These  countries  depend  heavily  on  sales  to  the  United  States,  at  prevailing  U.S.  prices,  to  cover 
their  costs  of  production  and  generate  foreign  exchange  revenues.  More  than  half  this  imported 
sugar  is  produced  at  a  higher  cost  than  U.S.  beet  and  cane  sugar. 

Despite  some  of  the  world's  highest  government-imposed  costs  for  labor  and  environmental 
protections,  U.S.  sugar  producers  are  among  the  world's  most  efficient.  According  to  a  study 
recently  released  by  LMC  International,  of  England,  and  covering  the  5-year  period  ending  in 
1998/99,  American  sugar  producers  rank  28th  lowest  in  cost  of  production  among  102  producing 
countries,  most  of  which  are  developing  countries.2  According  to  LMC,  more  than  half  the  world's 
sugar  is  produced  at  a  higher  cost  per  pound  than  in  the  United  States 

U.S.  beet  producers  are  the  second  lowest  cost  beet  sugar  producer  in  the  world.  U.S.  cane  sugar 
producers  are  26th  lowest  cost  of  63  cane  producing  countries,  virtually  all  of  which  are  developing 
countries  with  dramatically  lower  social  standards  and  costs.  American  corn  sweetener  producers 
are  the  world's  lowest  cost  producer  of  corn  sweetener  (Figure  8). , 

LMC  acknowledged  that  the  U.S.  ranking  is  all  the  more  impressive  for  two  reasons.  First,  most 
sugar-producing  countries  are  developing-country  cane  producers,  with  much  lower  government- 
imposed  labor  and  environmental  protection  costs  than  the  United  States'.  Second,  the  strong 
value  of  the  dollar.  LMC  noted  that  the  dollar  has  soared  about  two-thirds  in  the  past  20  years 
against  the  currencies  of  most  other  cane-producing  countries. 

Because  of  their  efficiency,  American  sugar  farmers  would  welcome  the  opportunity  to  compete 
against  foreign  farmers  on  a  level  playing  field,  free  of  government  subsidies  and  market  intervention. 
Unfortunately,  the  extreme  distortion  of  the  world  sugar  market  makes  any  such  free  trade  competition 
impossible  today. 

World  Dump  Market.  More  than  120  countries  produce  sugar  and  the  governments  of  all 
these  countries  intervene  in  their  sugar  markets  and  industries  in  some  way.  Examples  abound. 
Brazil,  the  world  biggest  producer  and  exporter,  built  its  sugar  industry  on  two  decades  of  fuel 
alcohol  subsidies.  Sugar  markets  in  India  and  China,  the  second  and  third  biggest  producing  countries, 
are  controlled  by  state  trading  enterprises,  as  is  Australia's,  the  world's  third  leading  sugar  exporter.3 
(Figures  6  and  7,  from  LMC  studies,  highlight  some  of  the  trade-distorting  practices  among  major 
sugar  producers.) 

Producers  in  the  EU,  taken  as  a  whole,  the  second  biggest  producer  and  exporter,  benefit  from 
massive  production  and  export  subsidy  programs.  The  Europeans  are  higher  cost  sugar  producers 
than  the  United  States,  but  they  enjoy  price  supports  that  are  40%  higher  than  U.S.  levels  —  high 
enough  to  generate  huge  surpluses  that  are  dumped  on  the  world  sugar  market,  for  whatever  price 
they  will  bring,  through  an  elaborate  system  of  export  subsidies.  Sugar  export  subsidies,  alone,  in 
the  EU  in  some  years  run  over  20  cents  per  pound,  higher  than  the  entire  raw  cane  sugar  support 
level  in  the  United  States. 

World  trade  in  sugar  has  always  been  riddled  with  unfair  trading  practices.  These  distortions 
have  led  to  a  disconnect  between  the  cost  of  production  and  prices  on  the  world  sugar  market,  more 
aptly  called  a  "dump  market."  Indeed,  for  the  16-year  period  of  1983/84  through  1998/99,  the  most 
recent  period  for  which  cost  of  production  data  are  available,  the  world  average  cost  of  producing 
sugar  is  16.3  cents,  while  the  world  dump  market  price  averaged  little  more  half  that  — just  9.5 
cents  per  pound  raw  value1  (Figure  9). 

Furthermore,  its  dump  nature  makes  sugar  the  world's  most  volatile  commodity  market.  In  the 
past  two  decades,  world  sugar  prices  have  soared  above  60  cents  per  pound  and  plummeted  below 
3  cents  per  pound.  Because  it  is  a  relatively  thinly  traded  market,  small  shifts  in  supply  or  demand 
can  cause  huge  changes  in  price. 

As  long  as  foreign  subsidies  drive  prices  on  the  world  market  well  below  the  global  cost  of 
production,  the  United  States  must  retain  some  border  control.  U.S.  sugar  policy  is  a  necessary 
response  to  the  foreign  predatory  pricing  practices  that  threaten  the  more  efficient  American  sugar 
farmers. 

Elements  of  U.S.  Sugar  Policy.  U.S.  sugar  policy  is  similar  to  other  commodity  programs  in 


some  ways,  and  not  in  others.  Its  essential  elements  are  a  non-recourse  loan  program,  a  loan 
forfeiture  penalty,  marketing  assessments,  and  a  tariff-rate  quota  (TRQ). 

Like  other  commodity  programs,  sugar  producers  have  access  to  non-recourse  loans,  which  give 
producers  the  option  of  forfeiting  their  crop  to  the  government  to  satisfy  their  loan  if  market  prices 
fall  below  loan  repayment  levels.  The  U.S.  raw  sugar  loan  rate  has  been  unchanged  since  1985  at 
18  cents  per  pound;  the  refined  beet  sugar  loan  rate  is  has  been  frozen  at  22.9  cents  per  pound  since 
1996. 

Unlike  other  commodity  programs,  sugar  producers: 

•  Have  been  saddled  since  1996  with  a  penalty  of  one-cent  per  pound  on  sugar  they  forfeit, 
effectively  reducing  their  intended  support  price  by  that  amount  -  a  range  of  $50-100  per 
harvested  acre; 

•  Have  been  burdened  since  1991  with  a  marketing  assessment  -  a  special  fee  levied  on  sugar 
producers,  currently  at  1.375  percent  of  the  loan  rate,  initiated  to  help  reduce  the  federal 
budget  deficit.  After  raising  $279  million  from  1991  to  1999,  the  marketing  assessment  was 
suspended  in  fiscal  2000  and  2001,  because  the  federal  budget  is  now  in  surplus,  but  is  set  to 
resume  October  1,  2001; 

•  Forfeited  no  significant  quantities  of  their  crop  to  the  government  from  1985  to  1999. 
Since  1996,  the  only  tool  the  government  has  had  to  manage  U.S.  supplies  and  avoid  forfeitures 

is  the  import  quota  system.  As  events  in  2000  proved,  this  tool  is  inadequate.  Obligations  under 
the  Uruguay  Round  Agreement  (URAA)  of  the  World  Trade  Organization  and  the  North  American 
Free  Trade  Agreement  prevent  the  U.S.  government  from  reducing  the  TRQ  much  below  1 .5  million 
tons,  regardless  of  U.S.  needs.  The  obligation  in  2000  to  import  about  50  percent  more  sugar  than 
the  U.S.  market  required,  plus  leakage  around  the  quota,  led  to  market  oversupply,  depressed  prices, 
and  loan  forfeitures. 

Uniqueness  of  Sugar  Market.  Aside  from  the  highly  residual  and  volatile  nature  of  the  world 
sugar  price,  there  are  a  number  of  factors  that  set  sugar  apart  from  other  program  commodities. 
These  unique  characteristics  must  be  taken  into  account  when  considering  domestic  and  trade  policy 
options  for  sugar. 

1 .  Grower/Processor  Interdependence.  Grain,  oilseed,  and  most  other  field-crop  farmers  harvest 
a  product  that  can  be  sold  for  commercial  use  or  stored.  Sugarbeet  and  sugarcane  farmers  harvest 
a  product  that  is  highly  perishable  and  of  no  commercial  value  until  the  sugar  has  been  extracted. 
Farmers  cannot,  therefore,  grow  beets  or  cane  unless  they  either  own,  or  have  contracted  with,  a 
processing  plant.  Likewise,  processors  cannot  function  economically  unless  they  have  an  optimal 
supply  of  beets  or  cane.  This  interdependence  leaves  the  sugar  industry  far  less  flexible  in 
responding  to  changes  in  the  price  of  sugar  or  of  competing  crops. 

2.  Multi-Year  Investment.  The  multimillion-dollar  cost  of  constructing  a  beet  or  cane  processing 
plant  (approximately  $300  million),  the  need  for  planting,  cultivating,  and  harvesting  machinery 
that  is  unique  to  sugar,  and  the  practice  of  extracting  several  harvests  from  one  planting  of 
sugarcane,  make  beet  or  cane  planting  an  expensive,  multiyear  investment.  These  huge,  long- 
term  investments  further  reduce  the  sugar  industry's  ability  to  make  short-term  adjustments  to 
sudden  economic  changes  in  the  marketplace. 

3.  High- Value  Product.  While  the  gross  returns  per  acre  of  beets  or  cane  tend  to  be  significantly 
higher  than  for  other  crops,  critics  often  ignore  the  large  investment  associated  with  growing 
these  crops.  Compared  with  growing  wheat,  for  example,  USDA  statistics  reveal  the  total 
economic  cost  of  growing  cane  is  nearly  seven  times  higher,  and  beet  is  more  than  five  times 
higher.  With  the  additional  cost  for  processing  the  beets  and  cane,  sugar  is  really  more  of  a  high- 
value  product  than  a  field  crop. 

4.  Inability  to  Hedge.  The  1996  Freedom  to  Farm  Bill  made  American  farmers  more  vulnerable 
to  market  swings  and  far  more  dependent  on  the  marketplace.  Growers  of  grains,  oilseeds, 
cotton,  and  rice  can  reduce  their  vulnerability  to  market  swings  by  hedging  or  forward  contracting 
on  a  variety  of  futures  markets  for  their  commodities.  There  is  no  futures  market  for  beets  or 


cane.  Farmers  do  not  market  their  crop  and  cannot  take  delivery  of  beet  or  cane  sugar.  The 
hedging  or  forward  contracting  opportunities  exist  only  for  the  processors  —  the  sellers  of  the 
sugar  derived  from  the  beets  and  cane.  These  marketing  limitations  make  beet  and  cane  farmers 
more  vulnerable  than  other  farmers  to  price  swings. 

5.  Lack  of  Concentration.  World  grain  markets  are  overwhelmingly  dominated  by  a  small  number 
of  developed  countries,  but  sugar  exports  are  far  more  dispersed,  and  dominated  by  developing 
countries.  This  makes  the  playing  field  among  major  grain  exporters  comparatively  level  and 
trade  policy  reform  relatively  less  complicated  than  for  sugar. 

The  world  wheat  and  corn  markets,  for  example,  are  heavily  dominated  by  a  handful  of 
developed-country  exporters  -  the  United  States,  the  European  Union,  Australia,  and  Canada 
are  four  of  the  top  five  exporters  of  each.  The  top  five  account  for  96%  of  global  corn  exports 
and  91%  of  wheat  exports. 

The  top  five  sugar  exporting  countries,  on  the  other  hand,  account  for  only  two-thirds  of 
global  exports  and  three  of  these  are  developing  countries.  Even  the  top  19  sugar  exporters 
account  for  only  85%  of  the  market,  and  16  of  these  are  developing  countries. 

6.  Developing-Country  Dominance.  Developing  countries  account  for  73%  of  world  sugar 
production  and  69%  of  both  exports  and  imports.  Developing  countries  were,  however,  not 
required  to  make  any  significant  reforms  in  the  Uruguay  Round,  were  given  an  additional  four 
years  to  make  even  those  modest  changes,  and  are  demanding  special  treatment  again  in  the  next 
trade  round. 

7.  Widespread  Unfair  Trade  Practices.  Production,  processing,  sale,  and  distribution  of  sugar  is 
distorted  by  government  action  in  virtually  all  these  markets,  and  the  vast  majority  of  world 
sugar  exports  from  these  markets  over  the  past  decades  has  been  at  prices  well  below  the  cost  of 
producing  sugar.  Suggestions  by  industrial  sugar  users  and  some  foreign  governments  that  this 
trade  should  be  opened  ignores  this  pattern  of  almost  universal  market  distortion.  Even  the  trade 
laws  of  the  United  States  were  never  meant  to  cope  with  such  widespread  unfairness  in  trade. 

C.  Lower  Producer  Prices:  No  Consumer  Benefit 

American  consumers  and  food  manufacturers  have  long  benefited  from  a  U.S.  sugar  policy  that 
has  assured  stable  supplies  of  high  quality  sugar  at  low,  stable  prices. 

U.S.  retail  refined  sugar  prices  are  20  percent  below  the  developed-country  average.  Sugar  here 
is  also  about  the  most  affordable  in  the  world.  In  terms  of  minutes  worked  to  purchase  one  pound  of 
sugar,  the  United  States  is  third  lowest  in  the  world,  trailing  only  Switzerland  and  Singapore,  and 
well  below  self-proclaimed  free-trade  paragons  such  as  Australia,  Brazil,  and  Canada4  (Figures  10- 
U). 

Incredibly,  U.S.  retail  sugar  prices  are  virtually  identical  to  what  they  were  in  1990,  though 
general  consumer  price  inflation  since  that  time  has  exceeded  30  percent. 

But  U.S.  retail  sugar  prices  could  be  even  lower.  The  wholesale  refined  sugar  price  that  we 
producers  receive  averaged  a  disastrous  nine  cents  less  per  pound  in  2000  than  it  did  in  1996.  The 
retail  refined  sugar  price  that  consumers  pay,  however,  did  not  drop  at  all.  It  even  crept  up  a  bit, 
from  an  average  of  41.8  cents  per  pound  in  calendar  1996  to  42.4  cents  in  2000. 

The  grocery  chains  and  food  manufacturers  passed  none  of  the  lower  producer  prices  for  sugar 
along  to  consumers  -  neither  in  the  prices  of  bags  of  sugar  nor  in  the  prices  of  sweetened  products. 
Figures  for  sugar  and  sweetened  products  are  shown  in  Figure  12  for  1996  to  2000.  The  relationship 
is  just  as  strong  even  if  one  goes  back  to  1990  (Figure  13). 

The  volume  of  the  money  transfered  from  the  pockets  of  sugar  producers  to  the  profit  margins  of 
the  grocers  and  food  manufacturers  is  staggering.  Even  more  so  when  one  considers  that  these 
groups  argue  to  Congress  each  year  that  sugar  producer  prices  should  be  reduced  -  even  further  -  to 
benefit  consumers. 

Examining  total  U.S.  refined  sugar  consumption  and  compared  with  1995/96  prices:  U.S.  beet 
processors  and  cane  sugar  refiners  lost  over  $2.4  billion  from  1996/97  to  1999/00,  and  are  on  track 
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to  lose  another  $1.3  billion  this  year.  All  the  producers'  lost  revenue  has  flowed  directly  to  the 
bottom  line  profits  of  grocers  and  food  manufacturers.  Consumers  have  received  none  of  the  benefit 
of  lower  producer  prices.  (See  table  below  and  Figure  14-16.) 

In  fact,  the  retailers  have  actually  continued  to  raise  sugar  and  sweetened  product  prices  during 
this  period,  while  calling  for  lower  producer  prices  to  help  consumers.  Wholesale  refined  sugar 
prices  during  1997-2001  have  averaged  nearly  4  cents  per  pound  less  than  in  1996.  Meanwhile, 
grocers  have  charged  an  average  of  almost  2  cents  per  pound  more  for  refined  sugar  during  1997- 
2000,  and  the  food  manufacturers  have  boosted  the  prices  they  charge  for  highly  sweetened  products, 
such  as  candy,  cereal,  ice  cream  and  baked  goods,  by  4-14  percent. 

A  recent  study  by  the  United  States  International  Trade  Commission  noted  that  producer  prices 
for  sugar  have  been  dropping  while  consumer  prices  for  sugar  and  sweetened  products  are  rising. 
The  ITC  wrote:  "As  a  result,  the  price  margins  have  been  widening  each  year,  creating  greater 
disparity  between  the  price  processors  receive  for  the  bulk  product  and  the  price  retailers  receive 
for  final,  packaged  product/' 5 


Sugar  and  Product  Price  Changes  Since  1996: 

Producer  and  Consumer  Losses  and 

Grocer  and  Food  Manufacturer  Gains,  1997-2001 


Total  Producer 

Percent  of  Producer 

Total  Consumer 

Grocery  and  Food  Manufacturer  Gains 

Losses  from 

Loss  Passed  Through 

Losses  from 

from  Lower  Producer  Prices  and 

Lower  Wholesale  Price 

to  Consumers 

Higher  Retail  Prices 

Higher  Retail  Sugar  and  Pruduct  Prices** 

-Million  dollars- 

% 

-Million  dollar s- 

Total 

Grocers 

Food  Manufacturers 

1996/97 

-139 

0 

-375 

+515 

+206 

+309 

1997/98 

-575 

0 

-349 

+924 

+370 

+554 

1998/99 

-336 

0 

-367 

+703 

+281 

+422 

1999/00 

-1296 

0 

-295 

+  1591 

+637 

+955 

2000/01* 

-1309 

0 

-264 

+  1573 

+629 

+944 

Total 

-$3,655 

0 

-$1,650 

$5,306 

$2,122 

$3,184 

'Projected,  based  on  April  2001  USDA  World  Agricultural  Supply  and  Demand  Estimates  report  and  October  -  March 
2000/01  average  prices. 

^Approximately  40  percent  of  U.S.  sugar  consumption  is  direct,  the  remainder  is  an  ingredient  in  food  products. 
Data  Source:  USDA 


With  the  combination  of  lower  producer  prices  for  the  sugar  they  buy,  and  higher  consumer 
prices  for  the  sugar  and  products  they  sell,  the  grocers  and  food  manufacturers  are  reaping  additional 
revenues,  relative  to  1996  sugar  prices,  of  $5.31  billion  during  1997-2001.  Consumers  "benefits" 
from  the  lower  producer  prices  have  been  negative.  Since  about  40  percent  of  U.S.  sugar  sales  are 
direct  to  consumers,  in  boxes  or  bags,  the  grocery  chains'  share  of  this  windfall  is  $2.12  billion. 
With  the  bulk  of  our  sugar  consumption  in  product  form,  the  food  manufacturers'  share  amounts  to 
$3.18  billion. 

Clearly,  the  purpose  of  the  opposition  to  U.S.  sugar  policy  by  these  sweetener-user  corporations 
is  to  increase  their  profits,  not  to  benefit  consumers,  as  the  sweetener  user  corporations  contend. 
The  contrast  is  stark  —  $3.7  billion  in  lost  producer  revenues  during  1997-2001;  $5.3  billion  in 
additional  user  profits  from  the  lower  prices  they  pay  producers  for  sugar  and  the  higher  prices  they 
charge  consumers  for  sugar  and  sweetened  products. 

Lack  of  competition  among  food  retailers  apparently  is  the  main  reason  these  companies  can 
succeed  in  not  passing  along  to  consumers  the  lower  prices  they  pay  for  sugar  and  other  agricultural 
products.  The  proclivity,  and  the  ability,  of  retailers  to  absorb  savings  on  agricultural  product 
purchases,  rather  than  pass  them  along  to  consumers,  were  described  in  a  recent  paper  by  Professor 


Neil  Harl  of  Iowa  State  University.  Harl  noted  the  alarming  increase  in  concentration,  and  reduced 
competition,  among  food  retailers.  He  wrote:  "In  1992,  the  five  leading  food  retail  chains  controlled 
19  percent  of  grocery  sales"  but  that  figure  is  "42  percent  in  2000"  and  "unless  mergers  are  curbed 
(will)  reach  60  percent  within  three  years."6 

D.  Shaping  Future  Sugar  Policy: 

What  Sugar  Has  in  Common  with  Other  Major  Commodities 

It  is  important  to  put  the  discussion  of  future  U.S.  sugar  policy  in  the  context  of  the  ways  we  are 
similar  to  other  program  crops,  and  the  ways  we  are  not. 
Like  other  American  farmers,  we  are: 

1 .  Efficient  by  world  standards,  with  costs  of  production  below  the  world  average. 

2.  Ready,  willing,  and  able  to  compete  with  foreign  countries  on  a  genuine  level  playing  field, 
free  of  government  programs  that  distort  the  terms  of  trade. 

3.  In  favor  of  free  trade.  The  U.S.  sugar  industry  has  endorsed  the  goal  of  complete,  multilateral 
free  trade  in  sugar  since  the  initiation  of  the  Uruguay  Round  of  the  GATT,  in  1986  -  with  the 
understanding  that  movement  toward  free  trade  must  be  made  in  a  reasonable,  equitable 
manner,  that  does  not  unfairly  disadvantage  efficient  American  producers  in  the  process. 

4.  Concerned  that  we  not  lose  our  market  to  subsidized  foreign  producers  while  we  move  toward 
our  common  free  trade  goal. 

5.  A  key  part  of  the  U.S.  agricultural  economy,  and  absolutely  crucial  to  rural  economy  of  many 
areas. 

6.  Reeling  from  low  prices.  While  last  year's  prices  were  at  a  27-year  low  for  soybeans,  a  25- 
year  low  for  cotton,  a  14-year  low  for  wheat  and  for  corn,  and  an  8-year  low  for  rice,7  sugar 
prices  were  at  a  22-year  low. 

E.  Shaping  Future  Sugar  Policy: 

What  Sugar  Does  Not  Have  in  Common  with  Other  Major  Commodities 

In  shaping  U.S.  sugar  policy,  there  are  also  a  number  of  critical  factors  that  distinguish  us  from 
other  program  commodities.  We  are: 

1 .  Net  importers.  Unlike  the  surplus  crops,  the  United  States  has  always  been  a  deficit  producer 
of  sugar. 

2.  Fearful  of  losing  our  own  domestic  market  to  subsidized  foreign  competition.  Surplus  crop 
producers  are  mainly  fearful  of  losing  their  export  markets  to  subsidized  foreign  producers. 
For  American  sugar  producers,  that  concern  is  much  closer  to  home. 

3.  Obligated  to  remaining  a  deficit  producer.  Though  American  sugar  producers  are  efficient, 
and  many  would  like  to  expand  production  to  reduce  unit  costs  and  better  cope  with  low 
prices,  the  U.S.  government  has  agreed  to  international  trade  rules  that  force  us  to  import 
large  quantities  of  sugar.  Currently,  about  15  percent  of  our  market  is  committed,  under 
WTO  and  NAFTA  rules,  to  foreign  sugar  producers. 

4.  Threatened  by  possible  further  increases  in  our  import  obligations  -  through  another  WTO 
round  or  through  new  bilateral  or  regional  trade  agreements  currently  being  negotiated. 

5.  Threatened  by  lack  of  control  of  our  borders  from  subsidized  foreign  sugar,  most  specifically, 
by  stuffed  molasses  -  world  dump  market  sugar  from  Brazil,  Colombia,  and  other  countries 
entering  through  Canada  —  or  potentially  similar  cane  syrup  products  from  other  countries, 
and  by  second-tier  sugar  from  Mexico. 

6.  Not  eligible  to  receive  any  of  the  income  support  the  government,  fittingly,  has  provided  to 
other  program  crop  farmers.  While  AMTA,  loan  deficiency,  and  other  payments  totaled  a 
badly  needed  $74  billion  to  other  farmers  during  1996-2000,  sugar  producers  received  no 
income-support  payments,  and,  in  fact,  paid  $178  million  in  marketing  assessments  to  the 
Treasury  during  that  period. 

7.  Far  less  able  than  other  farmers  to  take  advantage  of  the  planting  flexibility  that  was  a 
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hallmark  of  the  Freedom  to  Farm  Bill.  Sugarbeets  and  sugarcane  are  only  worth  growing  if 
the  farmers  have  either  made  the  huge  investment  in  a  processing  facility  or  contracted  with, 
and  committed  their  acreage  to,  a  processing  company.  In  either  case,  the  farmer  has  made  a 
multiyear  commitment.  Switching  to  another  crop  as  prices  change  would  negate  his 
investment,  or  defy  his  contract. 

Moreover,  sugarcane  is  not  only  a  monoculture  in  most  areas  where  it  is  grown,  but  is  also 
a  multi-year  crop.  Two  to  four  harvests  are  generally  achieved  from  one  planting. 

This  is  particularly  true  for  cane  operations,  which  tend  to  be  large  to  survive.  Furthermore, 
since  many  diversified  sugarbeet  producers  already  reach  their  farm's  payments  limitations 
on  wheat,  corn  or  soybeans,  payments  for  sugar  would  have  little  appeal. 
8.  Unable  to  absorb  additional  domestic  production  or  imports,  without  even  more  profound 
economic  harm  to  the  industry.  With  nearly  800,000  tons  of  surplus  sugar  in  CCC  inventory, 
the  U.S.  sugar  market  is  already  badly  oversupplied. 

F.  Shaping  Future  Sugar  Policy: 

Short-Term  Actions  Needed;  Long-Term  Options  Limited 

For  the  reasons  outlined  above,  the  U.S.  sugar  industry  recognizes  that  the  need  for  immediate 
administrative  and  legislative  actions  is  urgent,  but  our  longer  term  policy  options  are  limited. 

Before  we  can  look  toward  the  legislative  changes  that  are  necessary  in  the  next  Farm  Bill,  we 
must  address  the  immediate  sugar  oversupply  situation  that  continues  to  depress  prices  and  threatens 
further  loan  forfeitures  this  year,  and  the  trade  issues  that  threaten  to  exacerbate  this  year's  problems 
and  make  long-term  solutions  impossible.  These  actions  can,  and  should,  be  taken  concurrently. 

G.  Sugar  Policy  Recommendations:  Short-Term  Actions  —  2001 

The  U.S.  sugar  industry  strongly  urges  that  Congress  or  the  Administration  take  the  following 
actions  to  help  American  sugar  producers  out  of  our  deepening  economic  crisis  and  create  the 
economic  and  policy  environment  in  which  we  can  confidently  fashion  a  successful  longer  term 
sugar  policy. 

1 .  Close  the  "Stuffed  Molasses"  Import  Loophole.  Stuffed  molasses  is  a  sugar  syrup,  concocted 
in  Canada,  by  a  British  firm,  using  mostly  Brazilian  and  Colombian  sugar,  for  the  sole  purpose 
of  circumventing  the  U.S.  sugar  import  quota.  (Appendix  A  provides  more  details.) 

Approximately  125,000  tons  of  sugar  are  leaking  into  the  U.S.  market  annually  in  this 
fashion.  The  accumulation  of  these  imports  was  a  significant  factor  in  the  sugar  loan  forfeitures 
of  fiscal  2000.  This  additional  sugar  diminishes  the  import  share  of  legitimate  U.S.  import 
quotaholding  countries  in  years  when  the  overall  import  quota  is  above  the  WTO  minimum, 
and  oversupplies  the  U.S.  market  and  depresses  our  price  in  the  years,  such  as  this  one  and 
the  past  two,  when  imports  are  at  the  WTO  minimum.  The  amount  of  sugar  unfairly  entering 
the  U.S.  market  as  stuffed  molasses,  or  mimic  products,  is  certain  to  grow  if  this  loophole  is 
not  closed. 

The  U.S.  sugar  industry  heartily  endorses  legislation  pending  in  the  Senate  (S.  753),  co- 
sponsored  by  19  senators  and  introduced  by  Senators  Breaux  of  Louisiana  and  Craig  of  Idaho, 
which  would  address  this  import  quota  loophole  and  restore  some  degree  of  certainty  to  the 
U.S.  market. 

While  this  legislation  is  not  in  the  Agriculture  Committee's  jurisdiction,  the  stuffed  molasses 
loophole  has  a  direct  and  immediate  impact  on  the  Administration's  ability  to  administer 
sugar  policy  and  maintain  a  viable  domestic  industry.  We  ask  for  the  Committee's  support  in 
resolving  this  matter. 

Budget  Effect.  Closing  the  stuffed  molasses  loophole  will  save  the  government  money. 
USD  A,  in  its  February  2001  baseline,  conservatively  projected  sugar  imports  from  stuffed 
molasses  at  125,000  tons  per  year  over  the  next  10  years.  This  surplus  sugar  would  effectively 
be  absorbed  by  the  CCC,  at  a  cost  of  more  than  $1  billion  for  acquisition  and  indefinite 
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storage.  Because  of  the  injury  to  U.S.  sugar  policy,  American  taxpayers  and  sugar  farmers 
will  continue  to  be  harmed  until  this  problem  is  resolved. 

Unless  the  stuffed  molasses  loophole  is  closed,  no  long-term  sugar  policy  that  we  propose 
here  today  could  possibly  be  effective. 

2.  Address  the  Mexico  Access  Issues.  The  NAFTA  requires  the  United  States  to:  import  up  to 
276,000  tons  of  sugar  per  year  duty-free  from  Mexico  through  2008,  whether  we  need  the 
sugar  or  not;  reduce  our  second-tier  tariff  on  sugar  imports  from  Mexico  to  zero  by  2008;  and 
have  free  trade  in  sugar  with  Mexico  beginning  in  2008. 

Mexico  is  disputing  the  legitimacy  of  the  NAFTA  sugar  provisions,  and  is  claiming,  through 
a  dispute  resolution  process  it  initiated,  that  Mexico  should  have  virtually  unlimited  duty- 
free access  to  the  U.S.  sugar  market,  beginning  this  year.  Furthermore,  unlimited  quantities 
of  second- tier  Mexican  sugar  could  swamp  the  U.S.  market  at  any  time.  (Appendix  B provides 
a  brief  chronology  of  NAFTA  sugar  developments.  Also,  Appendix  C  provides  the  sugar 
industry 's  views  on  the  proposed  Free  Trade  Area  of  the  Americas.) 

The  U.S.  is  abiding  by  its  NAFTA  sugar  commitments.  However,  the  U.S.  sugar  market  is 
oversupplied,  financially  depressed,  and  does  not  need  an  additional  pound  of  Mexican  sugar. 
Furthermore,  the  Mexican  sugar  surplus  that  it  seeks  to  unload  on  the  U.S.  market  is  the 
result  of  Mexican  government  subsidies  so  generous  that,  since  the  NAFTA  began,  production 
has  increased  far  in  excess  of  Mexican  needs. 

The  U.S.  sugar  industry  fully  supports  efforts  by  the  Administration  to  renegotiate  sugar 
access  provisions  of  the  NAFTA  in  a  manner  that  will  help  restore  balance  to  the  sugar  markets 
of  both  countries. 

We  support  a  sugar  for  fuel  ethanol  program  that  would  simultaneously  address  Mexico's 
problems  of  sugar  oversupply,  possible  job  loss  in  cane  growing  areas,  and  air  and  water 
pollution. 

Budget  Effect.  Resolution  of  the  Mexico  access  problems  will  save  the  government  money, 
relative  to  the  cost  of  untold  amounts  of  subsidized  surplus  Mexican  sugar  entering  this  market 
and  forcing  an  equivalent  amount  of  domestically  produced  sugar  into  CCC  inventory. 

USD  A,  in  its  February  2001  baseline  projections,  predicted  that,  without  a  negotiated 
resolution,  the  U.S.  will  import  more  than  10  million  tons  of  Mexican  sugar  over  the  next  10 
years,  and  CCC  sugar  inventories  would  mount  to  more  than  4  million  tons.  The  cost  to  the 
CCC  of  acquiring  and  storing  4  million  tons  in  sugar  forfeitures  would  be  about  $2  billion. 

Unless  the  Mexico  access  problems  are  resolved,  no  long-term  sugar  policy  that  we  propose 
here  today  could  possibly  be  effective. 

3.  Eliminate  the  Marketing  Assessment  for  FY2002  and  2003.  U.S.  sugar  producers  began 
paying  a  marketing  assessment  of  1  percent  of  the  cane  and  beet  loan  rates  in  1991,  for  the 
express  purpose  of  helping  to  reduce  the  federal  budget  deficit.  Payments  to  other  crop 
producers  were  reduced  in  the  1990  Farm  Bill  for  the  same  purpose,  but  payments  to  sugar 
producers  could  not  be  reduced  because  sugar  producers  did  not,  and  still  do  not,  receive  any. 
This  unwelcome  burden  on  sugar  producers  thus  made  U.S.  sugar  policy  not  just  "no  cost," 
as  it  had  been,  by  statute,  since  1985,  but  also  a  revenue  raiser. 

Marketing  assessments  have  not  been  required  of  the  roughly  15  percent  of  U.S.  consumption 
that  is  foreign  sugar.  This  provides  the  imported  sugar  a  marketing  advantage,  compared 
with  domestic  production. 

The  amount  of  the  assessment  was  raised  twice,  the  second  time  in  the  1996  Farm  Bill,  to 
1.375  percent  of  the  sugar  loan  rates.  Sugar  producers  paid  $279  million  in  marketing 
assessment  fees  from  1991  to  1999.  With  the  federal  budget  then,  as  it  is  now,  in  surplus,  the 
marketing  assessment  fee  was  suspended  in  fiscal  2000  and  2001 ,  but  is  scheduled  to  resume, 
beginning  October  1,  for  fiscal  2002  and  2003,  the  remaining  years  of  the  1996  Farm  Bill. 

American  sugar  producers  find  it  curious,  at  best,  that  we  should  have  to  continue  to  pay 
this  deficit-reduction  marketing-assessment  fee  when  the  federal  budget  surplus  is  now  in 
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excess  of  $5  trillion.  This  unique  fee  is  clearly  no  longer  necessary,  and  poses  an  excruciating 
burden  -  approximately  $40  million  per  year  —  on  producers  struggling  with  extremely 
low  prices,  many  on  the  brink  of  bankruptcy.  It  is  inconceivable  to  us  that,  while  Congress 
prepares  to  provide  over  a  trillion  dollars  in  tax  cuts  because  of  budget  surpluses,  a  struggling 
industry  would  continue  to  be  assessed  to  reduce  a  deficit  that  no  longer  exists. 

We,  therefore,  urge  that  Congress  eliminate  marketing  assessments  on  sugar  producers 
for  the  fiscal  years  2002  and  2003.  Furthermore,  we  strongly  oppose  any  further  assessments 
that  increase  our  costs  and  reduce  our  competitiveness. 

Budget  Effect.  The  approximate  $40  million  in  annual  revenues  the  government  would 
not  receive  would  be  offset  to  some  extent  by  sugar  loan  forfeitures  potentially  avoided  by 
relieving  this  financial  burden  on  financially  vulnerable  producers. 

4.  Eliminate  the  Sugar  Forfeiture  Penalty.  The  1996  Farm  Bill  included  a  provision,  unique 
to  the  sugar  program,  that  forces  sugar  producers  to  pay  a  one-cent  per  pound  penalty,  raw 
value,  to  the  government  for  each  pound  of  sugar  they  forfeit.  This  provision  had  the  effect 
of  reducing  the  sugar  support  price  by  that  amount,  or  about  6  percent  -  making  sugar  the 
only  commodity  to  incur  an  effective  support  price  reduction  in  the  1996  Bill.  The  effective 
cost  to  American  sugar  producers:  $180  million  per  year.  In  addition,  sugar  producers  last 
year,  during  a  period  of  severely  low  prices  and  economic  stress,  were  forced  to  pay  the 
government  $18.7  million  on  the  sugar  they  forfeited. 

We  strongly  urge  that  the  Congress  eliminate  the  forfeiture  penalty  for  fiscal  2002  and 
2003,  the  remaining  two  years  of  the  Farm  Bill. 

Budget  Effect.  As  long  as  forfeitures  are  avoided,  the  elimination  of  the  forfeiture  penalty 
will  have  no  effect  on  CCC  revenues  or  outlays. 

In  the  event  forfeitures  should  occur,  lost  revenue  by  the  CCC  would  be  $20  per  ton 
forfeited,  or  $2  million  per  100,000  tons,  raw  value.  It  is  highly  unlikely  that  lost  revenues 
would  total  more  than  the  $18.7  million  collected  this  past  year,  when  an  unprecedented 
900,000  tons  of  sugar  were  forfeited. 

5.  Provide  Sugar  a  Share  of  the  Budget  Baseline.  The  U.S.  sugar  industry  would  prefer  that 
sugar  remained  a  no-cost  policy  -  as  it  had  been  every  year  from  1985  to  1999.  Last  year, 
however,  the  government's  tools  to  manage  a  no-cost  U.S.  sugar  policy  proved  to  be 
inadequate,  and  sugar  sustained  a  cost.  The  cost  was  modest  -  an  estimated  $465  million  - 
the  value  of  sugar  forfeited  by  producers  and  now  in  government  ownership.  That  cost 
likely  will  be  reduced,  and  could  be  more  than  offset,  by  the  eventual  sale  of  the  government- 
owned  sugar. 

The  U.S.  is  no  longer  able  to  avoid  forfeitures  and  ensure  a  no-cost  program,  because: 
international  trade  commitments  prevent  it  from  reducing  imports  below  the  WTO  and 
NAFTA  minimum;  it  has  not  been  able  to  control  non-quota  imports;  and  it  lacks  authority 
to  impose  domestic  production  controls.  Unless  these  supply  problems  are  solved,  the  U.S. 
is  likely  to  continue  to  face  some  cost  for  its  efforts  either  to  balance  the  market  or  to 
provide  income  supports. 

As  a  safeguard,  in  the  event  that  the  U.S.  remains  unable  to  solve  import  and  domestic 
supply  problems  in  a  no-cost  fashion,  the  U.S.  sugar  industry  believes  sugar  should  be 
included  in  government  estimates  of  future  commodity  program  spending. 

Sugar's  share  cannot  be  based  on  past  spending  because  there  were  no  sugar  expenditures. 
Sugar's  share  of  CCC  outlays  for  the  major  commodities  during  1991-99  was  non-existent, 
because  sugar  was  a  net  revenue  raiser  for  the  CCC  each  of  these  years.  Sugar's  share  of  net 
outlays  in  fiscal  2000,  the  only  year  in  the  past  16  of  any  sugar  net  outlays,  was  1.4  percent. 
The  CCC  anticipates  net  revenues  again  this  year,  because  of  the  expected  sale  of  some 
sugar,  and  in  the  next  two  fiscal  years  because  of  the  resumption  of  the  marketing  assessment 
fee  paid  by  sugar  producers. 
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The  most  practical  alternative  approach  would  be  to  examine  sugar's  share  of  the  value  of 
production  of  the  major  program  crops.  According  to  USDA  statistics,  sugar's  average  share 
of  the  value  of  production  of  the  major  program  crops  (wheat,  corn,  sorghum,  barley,  oats, 
rice,  cotton,  tobacco,  soybeans  and  peanuts)  during  the  three  crop  years  1997/98-99/00  was 
6.1  percent  (Figure  17). 

The  industry  recommends  that  an  outlay  of  this  proportion,  about  6  percent,  be  included  in 
planning  for  future  commodity  expenditures.  We  further  recommend  that,  should  our  import 
and  domestic  supply  problems  be  resolved,  the  unspent  portion  of  the  sugar  baseline  should 
be  devoted  to  other  commodity  programs. 

Budget  Effect.  It  is  unlikely  that  the  cost  of  operating  sugar  policy  would  exceed  fiscal 
2000's  $465  million.  This  represented  the  full  value  of  the  sugar  forfeited  to  the  government, 
plus  storage  costs;  future  sale  of  that  sugar  will  represent  revenues.  In  a  total  commodity 
program  budget  of  $10  billion,  sugar's  proposed  share,  at  $610  million,  should  be  more  than 
adequate  to  cover  any  future  sugar  loan  forfeitures  and  storage. 

H.  Sugar  Policy  Recommendations: 

Long-Term  Actions  -  Next  Farm  Bill  -  Basic  Elements 

U.S.  sugar  policy  recommendations  for  the  next  Farm  Bill  are  shaped  essentially  by  the  following 
factors,  which  have  limited  our  policy  options,  but  upon  which  we  have  industry  unanimity: 

•  The  need  to  restore  balance  to  the  U.S.  sugar  market,  with  economic  stability,  returns  from 
the  marketplace  that  approximate  costs  of  production  and  the  opportunity  for  efficient  American 
sugar  producers  to  remain  in  business; 

•  The  industry's  desire  to  continue  to  derive  its  returns  from  the  marketplace,  and  not  from  the 
government,  and  to  maintain  a  no-cost,  or  low-cost,  program,  in  the  face  of  potential  U.S. 
budgetary  and  WTO  program-expenditure  limitations; 

•  The  inability  of  USDA  to  administer  a  no-cost  program,  providing  stable  market  prices  and 
avoiding  loan  forfeitures,  with  the  TRQ  as  its  only  supply-control  mechanism. 

The  industry  studied  carefully  the  policy  path  of  joining  with  the  other  program  crops  in  the 
AMTA  and  marketing  loan  income-support  programs.  After  careful,  realistic  analysis  we  concluded 
the  direct-payment  route  would  not  work  for  sugar. 

The  policy  path  we  are  recommending  can  be  effective  only  if  the  United  States  regains  control 
of  its  borders,  through  resolution  of  the  stuffed  molasses  and  Mexican  access  problems. 

The  policy  that  we  recommend  has  four  basic  elements: 

1 .  Continuation  of  the  non-recourse  loan  program,  with  beet  and  cane  sugar  loan  rates  no  lower 
than  current  levels  and  rebalanced  relative  to  soybean  loan  rates,  consistent  with  the  rebalancing 
plan  proposed  by  other  farm  groups. 

2.  Retention  of  the  Secretary's  authority  to  limit  imports  under  the  tariff  rate  quota  system, 
consistent  with  WTO  and  NAFTA  import  minimum  requirements. 

3.  Operation  of  the  program  at  little  or,  preferably,  no  cost  to  the  government. 

4.  An  inventory  management  mechanism,  administered  by  the  government,  to  balance  domestic 
sugar  marketings  with  domestic  demand  and  import  requirements  and  provide  stable  market 
prices  at  a  level  sufficient  to  avoid  sugar  loan  forfeitures. 

The  industry  concluded,  unanimously,  that  inventory  management  is  the  only  policy  path  that 
can  restore  balance  and  stability  to  the  U.S.  market  over  the  long  run,  with  minimal,  if  any,  budgetary 
expenditures. 

Since  the  government  requires  us  to  reserve  such  a  large  share  of  our  market  for  foreign  producers, 
and  because  we  remain  committed  to  earning  our  revenues  from  the  marketplace  rather  from 
government  payments,  it  is  essential  that  the  government  resume  potential  limits  on  our  sugar 
marketings. 

Inventory  management  measures  should  be: 

•  Established  to  balance  the  domestic  market. 
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•  Implemented  only  when  the  quota  circumvention  problem  has  been  successfully  addressed 
and  when  the  U.S. -Mexico  dispute  over  trade  in  sweeteners  has  been  resolved  to  ensure  that 
the  threat  of  market  imbalance  from  second-tier  imports  is  eliminated. 

•  Designed  in  a  manner  to  retain  planting  and  production  flexibility,  though  sugar  marketings 
may  be  restrained  in  some  cases.  Producers  will  still  have  the  ability  to  expand  marketings  at 
a  rate  of  growth  consistent  with  U.S.  consumption  growth  (less  any  foreign  access 
commitments). 

•  Designed  in  a  manner  that  does  not  provide  producers  an  incentive  to  increase  marketings  to 
maximize  market  shares  should  the  control  measures  be  imposed. 

•  Designed  in  a  manner  that  only  producers  who  expand  marketings  in  excess  of  the  rate  of 
growth  in  domestic  demand  would  be  required  to  curtail  marketings  when  the  program  is  in 
effect. 

We  propose  a  program  fashioned  after  the  standby  marketing  allotment  program  of  the  1990 
Farm  Bill,  with  modifications  to  reflect  the  above  goals  and  better  reflect  current  market  realities. 

In  the  1990  Farm  Bill,  allotments  were  triggered  only  when  forecast  imports  for  domestic 
consumption  were  less  than  1.25  million  short  tons.  The  trigger  level  would  need  to  be  updated  to 
reflect  current  import  obligations  under  international  trade  agreements. 

There  were  no  contstraints  on  sugarbeet  or  sugarcane  planting  or  on  sugar  production.  However, 
when  allotments  were  in  place,  sugar  companies'  marketings  could  not  exceed  their  base.  Production 
in  excess  of  marketings  could  be  stored  and  marketed  later,  or  sold  in  non-domestic-food  uses. 
These  features  should  remain  in  place. 

The  1990  Farm  Bill  established  three  criteria  for  determining  a  company's  base  -  past  production 
(1985-89  crops),  processing  and  refining  capacity,  and  the  ability  of  processors  to  market  -  and 
provided  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture  the  discretion,  with  industry  consultation,  to  weight  the  three 
criteria.  These  criteria  should  be  retained.  The  base  period  should  be  updated  to  reflect  more  recent 
production,  the  1996-2000  crops.  The  industry  is  prepared  to  work  with  the  Secretary  in  assigning 
weights  to  these  three  criteria  to  best  address  changing  market  conditions  and  the  needs  of  consumers, 
producers,  and  taxpayers. 

The  industry  is  in  enormous  flux,  financially  and  structurally,  is  addressing  these  key  Farm  Bill 
issues  aggressively,  and  reserves  the  right  to  amend  and  expand  on  its  recommendations  to  the 
Committee,  including  the  base  period  and  allocation  formula  criteria,  when  the  Committee  embarks 
on  legislative  markup. 

Budget,  WTO  Effect.  An  inventory  management  program  can  be  administered  at  no  cost  to  the 
government  and  would  not  affect  U.S.  WTO  commitments  on  domestic  supports. 

I.  Sugar  Policy  Recommendations: 

Long-Term  Actions  -  Next  Farm  Bill  -  Related  Elements 

There  are  a  number  of  related  elements  that  we  recommend  for  future  sugar  policy  legislation: 
5.  Loan  Rate  Rebalancing.  The  U.S.  raw  sugar  loan  rate  has  been  the  same  since  1985.  General 

price  inflation  over  the  past  15  years  has  been  60.0%.  Adjusted  for  inflation,  the  18-cent  loan 

rate  is  now  worth  only  10.8  cents. 

Input  costs  paid  by  farmers  have  risen  steadily,  with  the  exception  of  energy  and  fertilizer 

costs,  which  have  skyrocketed  this  past  year.  In  some  areas,  farmers'  and  processors'  fuel 

costs  are  four  to  six  times  higher  than  just  one  year  ago. 

U.S.  sugar  market  prices  have  dipped  to  22-year  lows  in  the  past  two  years  and  the  industry 

is  in  a  financial  crisis.   But  sugar  producers  have  received  none  of  the  substantial  income 

provided,  appropriately,  by  the  government  to  other  crop  producers  under  financial  stress. 

U.S.  sugar  policy,  in  fact,  continued  to  run  at  a  profit  to  the  U.S.  Treasury  until  fiscal  2000, 

when  the  government  incurred  some  cost  from  the  first  significant  sugar  loan  forfeitures  in 

15 


16  years. 

American  sugar  producers  support  the  concept  of  equity  among  crops.  In  order  to  restore 
some  equity,  and  better  provide  American  producers  the  opportunity  to  regain  financial  stability, 
we  endorse  the  loan  rebalancing  initiative  recently  outlined  to  this  Committee  by  the  American 
Farm  Bureau  Federation  and  supported  by  other  producer  groups.  The  Farm  Bureau  initiative 
would  achieve  a  rebalancing  of  other  crop  loan  rates  relative  to  soybean  loan  rates,  through 
the  upward  adjustments  of  the  non- soybean  crop  loan  rates. 

Preliminary  analysis  suggests  that,  under  the  formula  proposed  by  the  Farm  Bureau,  the 
raw  cane  and  refined  beet  sugar  loan  rates  would  increase  modestly,  by  3.7  percent.  This 
would  be  the  lowest  percentage  adjustment  among  the  non-soybean  program  crops,  which 
range  from  4.1  to  32.1  percent. 

A  3.7-percent  adjustment  would  increase  the  raw  cane  loan  rate  from  18.00  cents  per  pound 
to  18.67  cents  and  the  refined  beet  sugar  loan  rate  from  22.90  cents  per  pound  to  23.75  cents. 
Though  these  increases  would  be  modest,  they  could  be  critical  for  the  survival  of  sugar 
producers  on  the  brink  of  bankruptcy  from  the  brutally  low  prices  of  the  past  two  years. 

Budget  Effect.  As  long  as  the  government  administers  sugar  policy  in  a  manner  that  avoids 
loan  forfeitures,  as  we  propose,  the  higher  sugar  loan  rates  would  have  no  impact  on  the 
budget. 

Should  forfeitures  occur,  the  cost  to  the  government  would  be  3.7  percent  higher  than  it 
otherwise  would  have  been.  For  example,  should  the  circumstances  of  the  unusually  high 
fiscal  2000  cost  of  $465  million  be  repeated,  the  additional  cost  associated  with  the  higher 
loan  rate  would  be  $17  million. 

WTO  Effect.  The  rebalancing  would  raise  sugar's  share  of  the  U.S.  aggregate  measure  of 
support  (AMS)  by  3.7  percent,  which  is  less  than  the  related  increase  for  all  other  program 
crops. 

Make  Loans  Available  on  In-Process  Sugarbeet  Syrups.  The  sugar  industry  recommends 
that  beet  processors  should  be  permitted  to  put  in-process  sugarbeet  syrups  under  loan,  as 
well  as  crystalline  sugar.  Syrup  is  less  costly  to  store  than  crystalline  sugar,  and  processors' 
ability  to  put  it  under  loan  would  increase  their  marketing  flexibility,  better  facilitate  orderly 
marketing,  increase  their  use  of  the  loan  program,  and  make  the  loan  program  a  more  effective 
price  support  mechanism.  (Appendix  D  supplies  more  detail  behind  this  proposal.) 

Budget  Effect.  As  long  as  the  government  administers  sugar  policy  in  a  manner  that  avoids 
loan  forfeitures,  as  we  propose,  this  modification  would  have  no  impact  on  the  budget.  This 
proposal  would  not  affect  the  amount  of  sugar  going  under  loan,  but  rather  the  timing  of 
when  the  sugar  goes  under  loan.  Furthermore,  by  providing  for  more  orderly  marketing,  this 
added  flexibility  would  serve  to  diminish  the  likelihood  of  loan  forfeitures. 

WTO  Effect.  This  modification  would  have  no  effect  on  the  U.S.  AMS. 
Clarify  Ability  to  Forfeit  Sugar  Loans  Made  in  September.  The  sugar  industry  recommends 
that  Congress  clarify  its  intention  that  all  CCC  nonrecourse  loans  made  to  sugar  processors 
are  subject  to  forfeiture.  All  CCC  loans  must  either  be  paid  or  forfeited  by  the  end  of  the 
fiscal  year,  yet  the  ability  to  forfeit  loans  made  in  the  month  of  September  currently  is  thwarted 
by  a  regulatory  requirement  that  processors  give  a  30-day  notice  of  intent  to  forfeit.  Hence, 
loans  made  in  September  cannot  be  forfeited  that  month  because  it  is  impossible  to  comply 
with  this  30-day  notice  requirement  before  the  end  of  the  fiscal  year — September  30. 

Elimination  of  the  30-day  notice  impediment  will  increase  processors'  marketing  flexibility, 
better  facilitate  orderly  marketing,  increase  their  use  of  the  loan  program,  and  make  the  loan 
program  a  more  effective  price  support  mechanism. 

Budget  Effect.  As  long  as  the  government  administers  sugar  policy  in  a  manner  that  avoids 
loan  forfeitures,  as  we  propose,  this  modification  would  have  no  impact  on  the  budget. 
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If  it  can  be  clarified  that  sugar  can  be  placed  under  loan  and  forfeited  in  September,  it  is 
most  likely  that  only  sugar  produced  in  September  would  be  placed  under  loan  and  forfeited 
that  month.  Sugar  produced  earlier  could  be  put  under  loan  as  late  as  August  31,  and  still  be 
forfeited  that  September.  Also,  under  current  law,  sugar  placed  under  loan  in  September  can 
be  repledged  for  a  supplemental  loan,  with  the  total  term  not  to  exceed  nine  months,  and 
forfeited  during  the  fiscal  year  after  which  it  was  placed  under  loan. 

According  to  USDA  data  for  1995-2000,  U.S.  sugar  production  in  September  has  averaged 
about  330,000  tons.  In  the  extreme  circumstances  of  fiscal  2000,  the  record  amount  of  sugar 
forfeited  amounted  to  10.5  percent  of  production.  Under  this  worst-case  scenario, 
approximately  35,000  tons  of  September-produced  sugar  would  be  forfeited,  and  the  additional 
cost  to  the  government,  in  the  unlikely  event  these  forfeitures  would  occur,  would  be  about 
$14  million. 

WTO  Effect.  This  modification  would  have  no  effect  on  the  U.S.  AMS. 
8.     Restore  Bankruptcy  Protection  for  Growers.  The  sugar  industry  recommends  reinstatement 
of  a  provision  of  the  1985  Farm  Bill  (P.L.  99-198,  Section  903)  designed  to  protect  growers 
in  the  event  of  a  beet  or  cane  processing  company  bankruptcy.  The  need  for  such  protection 
has  become  more  acute  with  the  severe  financial  stress  of  the  U.S.  sugar  industry. 

Under  this  provision,  growers  are  assured  that  they  will  receive  at  least  their  minimum 
share  of  the  forfeiture  value  of  the  sugar  produced  under  contract  with  the  processor.  If  a 
processing  company  with  any  sugar  under  loan  goes  bankrupt  and  is  unable  to  provide  growers 
the  full  payment  the  growers  would  otherwise  have  received  should  their  sugar  have  been 
forfeited,  the  CCC  makes  up  the  difference.  If  a  processing  company  has  not  put  any  sugar 
under  loan,  the  growers  are  not  protected  and  the  CCC  is  not  liable. 

The  only  time  this  provision  was  exercised  was  following  a  beet  processor  bankruptcy  in 
1985,  and  the  cost  to  the  CCC  was  approximately  $20  million. 

Budget  Effect.  If  the  sugar  industry's  policy  recommendations  are  achieved  and  some 
financial  stability  returns  to  the  U.S.  sugar  market,  it  is  unlikely  this  provision  will  ever  be 
exercised.  If,  however,  the  provision  is  exercised,  it  is  unlikely  the  cost  would  exceed  $20 
million  per  year. 

WTO  Effect.  This  modification  would  have  no  effect  on  the  U.S.  AMS. 
9.  Eliminate  100-Point  Surcharge  on  Sugar  Loans.  Commodity  loans  had  traditionally  been 
made  available  to  farmers  and  processors  at  an  interest  rate  equal  to  the  CCC's  cost  of  acquiring 
the  money.  The  1996  Farm  Bill,  in  an  effort  to  reduce  the  federal  budget  deficit,  required  that 
the  CCC  make  loans  available  at  an  interest  rate  100  points,  or  one  percentage  point,  higher 
than  the  CCC's  acquisition  cost. 

The  higher  interest  rate  is  not  only  a  burden  on  producers,  but  has  limited  use  of  the  loan 
program  where  commercial  rates  may  prove  to  be  lower.  Lower  participation  reduces  the 
price-support  ability  of  the  loan  program  for  all  producers.  Non-participants  in  the  loan 
program  have  no  price  safety  net. 

With  the  budget  now  in  surplus,  the  higher  interest  rate  charge  is  no  longer  necessary  as  a 
revenue  raiser. 

Because  of  its  extreme  financial  duress,  the  sugar  industry  recommends  that  the  100-point 
surcharge  on  all  sugar  loans  be  eliminated. 

Budget  Effect.  The  CCC  has  calculated  that  its  revenues  from  the  higher  interest  rate 
amounted  to  $1,707  million  on  sugar  loans  in  fiscal  2000.  Therefore,  the  future  budget  effect, 
in  terms  of  lower  revenues  without  the  interest  surcharge  on  sugar  loans,  would  be 
approximately  $1.7  million  per  year 

WTO  Effect.  This  modification  would  have  no  effect  on  the  U.S.  AMS. 
10.  Other  Concerns.  The  U.S.  sugar  industry  makes  the  following  related  recommendations: 
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•  Sugar  Consumption.  The  Farm  Bill  should  defend  the  consumption  of  sugar,  and  the 
USDA  should  not  endorse  food  consumption  guidelines  that  are  not  based  on  generally 
recognized  science. 

•  Research.  The  government  (USDA)  should  support  improvements  to  the  efficiency  of  the 
U.S.  sugar  industry  through  continued  funding  of  research  into  improved  sugarbeet  and 
sugarcane  production  techniques. 

•  Biotech.  The  government  (USDA)  should  take  all  reasonable  measures  to  educate  the 
general  public  regarding  the  benefits,  and  lack  of  risks,  associated  with  advances  in 
biotechnology  and  genetically  enhanced  seeds. 

J.  Summary  and  Conclusion 

To  summarize,  Mr.  Chairman:  Recognizing  the  severity  of  our  economic  distress,  the  uniqueness 
of  sugar  markets,  and  the  need  for  long-term  balance  and  stability,  the  sugar  industry  has  made  the 
following  recommendations,  for  the  benefit  of  American  sugar  producers,  consumers,  and  taxpayers. 

Short-term  recommendations,  2001: 

1.  Close  the  "stuffed  molasses"  import-quota  loophole. 

2.  Solve  Mexico  import  access  issues. 

3.  Eliminate  the  sugar  "marketing  assessment"  fee  for  fiscal  2002  and  2003. 

4.  Eliminate  the  sugar  loan  forfeiture  penalty. 

5.  Provide  sugar  a  share  of  the  budget  baseline. 

Long-term  recommendations,  the  next  Farm  Bill,  basic  elements: 

1 .  Continue  the  non-recourse  loan  program. 

2.  Retain  the  Secretary's  authority  to  limit  imports  under  the  tariff  rate  quota  system. 

3.  Operate  the  program  at  little  or,  preferably,  no  cost  to  the  government. 

4.  Resume  a  government-administered  inventory  management  mechanism,  similar  to  that 
contained  in  the  1990  Farm  Bill,  and  implemented  once  our  import-quota  circumvention  and 
Mexican  import-access  problems  are  solved. 

Long-term  recommendations,  the  next  Farm  Bill,  related  elements: 

5.  Rebalance  loan  rates. 

6.  Make  loans  available  on  in-process  sugarbeet  and  sugarcane  syrups. 

7.  Clarify  ability  to  forfeit  sugar  loans  made  in  September. 

8.  Restore  processor  bankruptcy  protection  for  growers. 

9.  Eliminate  the  100-point  surcharge  on  commodity  loans. 

The  sugar  industry  is  working  diligently  with  the  Congress  and  the  Administration  to  solve  the 
immediate  threats  -  stuffed  molasses  and  Mexico  -  to  U.S.  sugar  policy  and  to  address  the  current 
surplus  sugar  situation.  We  are  eager  to  work  with  Congress  and  the  Administration  on  the  basic 
changes  to  U.S.  sugar  policy  that  will  restore  long-term  stability  and  economic  viability  to  the 
American  sugar  producers,  with  ample  benefit  for  our  consumers  and  at  little  or  no  cost  to  American 
taxpayers. 

We  thank  you  again  for  convening  this  timely  hearing  and  providing  us  the  opportunity  to  testify. 
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Your  Numbers  Are  Important  To  Us 

Sugarcane  farmers  manage  large  amounts  of  money  -  some  years  with  minimal 

return  on  investment.  Our  staff  at  Agricultural  Credit  Association  is  knowledgeable, 

qualified  and  experienced  in  dealing  with  your  numbers.  We  see  them  everyday.  We 

hope  that  our  financial  assistance  results  in  maximum  returns  -  and  that's  a  number 

that's  important  to  YOU! 


§1 
Lester  Simon 

New  Iberia 
(337)364-0217 


First  South 
Agricultural  Credit  Assoc. 

Agricultural  Lender 
Give  us  a  call! 


Harvey  Gonsoulin 

Thibodaux 
(504)  446-9450 
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Figure  1 


Cane  and  Beet  Producer  Lost  Income  on  1997-2001  Crops, 
Compared  with  1996-Crop  Prices 


Raw  Cane 

FY1996  Average  Price 

Actual  Average  Price 

Producer 
Loss 

Fiscal  Year 
1995/96 

Crop  Size 

-Million  tons, 
raw  value- 

3.454 

-<f/pound- 

22.50 

Total  Value 

-Million 
-$/ton-          dollars- 

450.00        1,554 

-if/pound- 
22.50 

Total  Value 

-Million 
-$/ton-          dollars- 

450.00        1,554 

(compared 
w/1996  price) 

-Million 
dollars- 

1996/97 

3.191 

22.50 

450.00 

1,436 

22.00 

440.00 

1,404 

32 

1997/98 

3.631 

22.50 

450.00 

1,634 

22.09 

441.80 

1,604 

30 

1998/99 

3.951 

22.50 

450.00 

1,778 

22.07 

441.40 

1,744 

34 

1999/00 

4.065 

22.50 

450.00 

1,829 

18.40 

368.00 

1,496 

333 

2000/01* 

4.070 

22.50 

450.00 

1,832 

21.08 

421.60 

1,716 

116 

Total 

$545 

Refined  Beet 

FY1996  Average  Price 

Actual  Average  Price 

Producer 
Loss 

Fiscal  Year 
1995/96 

Crop  Size 

-Million  tons, 
raw  value- 

3.660 

-p 'pound- 

28.84 

Total  Value 

-Million 
-$/ton-          dollars- 

576.80        2,111 

-<f/pound- 
28.84 

Total  Value 

-Million 
-$/ton-          dollars- 

576.80        2,111 

(compared 
w/1996  price) 

-Million 
dollars- 

1996/97 

3.750 

28.84 

576.80 

2,163 

28.06 

561.20 

2,105 

59 

1997/98 

4.102 

28.84 

576.80 

2,366 

25.66 

513.20 

2,105 

261 

1998/99 

4.134 

28.84 

576.80 

2,384 

27.02 

540.40 

2,234 

150 

1999/00 

4.650 

28.84 

576.80 

2,682 

21.90 

438.00 

2,037 

645 

2000/01* 

4.131 

28.84 

576.80 

2,383 

21.99 

439.80 

1,817 

566 

Total 

$1,681 

Raw  Cane  Producer 

Beet  Sugar  Producer 

Total 

Lost  Income 

Lost  Income 

-Million  dollars- 

1996/97 

32 

59 

90 

1997/98 

30 

261 

291 

1998/99 

34 

150 

184 

1999/00 

333 

645 

979 

2000/01* 

116 

566 

682 

Grand  Total 

$545 

$1,681 

$2,226 

*  Projected,  based  on  April  2001  USDA  World  Agricultural  Supply  and  Demand  Estimates  report  and 
October  -  March  2000/01  average  prices. 
Data  Source:  USDA 
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Figure  2 


U.S.  Refined  Beet  Sugar  and  Raw  Cane  Prices 
Since  Start  of  1996  Farm  Bill 


Source:  USDA.  Wholesale  refined  beet  sugar.  Midwest  markets;  Raw  cane  sugar,  nearby  #14  contrract,  delivered  New  York    Monthly  average  prices  October  1996  -  March  2001 


Figure  3 

Because  of  Low  Sugar  Prices: 
17  PERMANENT  SUGAR  MILL  CLOSURES  SINCE  1996 


Beet  Closures 

Spreckels  Sugar,  Manteca 
California,  1996 

Holly  Sugar,  Hamilton  City 
California,  1996 

Western  Sugar,  Mitchell 
Nebraska,  1996 

Great  Lakes  Sugar,  Fremont 
Ohio,  1996 

Holly  Sugar,  Hereford 
Texas,  1998 


Cane  Closures 

Ka'u  Agribusiness 
Hawaii,  1996 

Waialua  Sugar 
Hawaii,  1996 

McBryde  Sugar 
Hawaii,  1996 

Breaux  Bridge  Sugar 
Louisiana,  1996 

Pioneer  Mill  Company 
Hawaii,  1999 


Amfac  Sugar,  Lihue 
Hawaii,  2000 

Hawaiian  Commercial  &  Sugar,  Paia 
Hawaii,  2000 

Evan  Hall  Sugar  Cooperative 
Louisiana  2001 


Holly  Sugar,  Tracy 
California,  2000 

Holly  Sugar,  Woodland 
California,  2000 


Talisman  Sugar  Company 
Florida,  1999 

Amfac  Sugar,  Kekaha 
Hawaii,  2000 
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Figure  4 


U.S.  Raw  Cane  Sugar  Prices 
Since  Start  of  1996  Farm  Bill 


23.00 


22.00 


21.00 


20.00 


Source:  USDA.  Raw  cane  sugar,  nearby  #14  contract,  delivered  New  York.  Monthly  average  prices  October  1996  -  March  2001. 


Figure  5 


U.S.  Wholesale  Refined  Beet  Sugar  Prices 
Since  Start  of  1996  Farm  Bill 


Source:  USDA    Wholesale  refined  beet  sugar.  Midwest  markets.  Monthly  average  prices  October  1996  -  March  2001. 
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Figure  8 


U.S.  Cost  of  Production  Rank  Among 
World  Sweetener  Producers,  1994/95  -  98/99 


Number  of 

Producing 

U.S.  Rank 

Countries/Regions 

2 

40 

26 

63 

28 

102 

1 

19 

21 

112 

Beet  Sugar 
Cane  Sugar 
All  Sugar 
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Source:  "The  LMC  Worldwide  Survey  of  Sugar  and  HFCS  Production  Costs:  The  2000  Report,' 
LMC  International  Ltd.,  Oxford,  England,  December  2000. 
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Figure  9 


World  Sugar  Dump  Market  Price: 

Barely  More  Than  Half  of  World 

Average  Cost  Of  Producing  Sugar 

(16- Year  Average,  1983/84  -  98/99) 
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Average  World  Dump  Price' 


World  Average  Production  Cost*' 


*New  York  contract  #11,  f.o.b.  Caribbean  ports.  Source:  USDA. 

**Beet  and  cane  sugar  weighted  average,  raw  value.  Source:  "The  LMC  Worldwide  Survey  of  Sugar  and  HFCS  Production  Costs: 

The  2000  Report,"  LMC  International,  Ltd.,  Oxford,  England,  December  2000. 
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Figure  10 


Developed  Countries'  Retail  Sugar  Prices: 
USA  20%  Below  Average 
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Figure  11 


Minutes  of  Work  Required  to  Buy  One  Pound  of  Sugar: 
USA  Third  Lowest  in  World 


Source:  LMC  International  Ltd.,  Oxford,  England,  February  2000.  Study  of  49  countries,  accounting  for  78%  of  gbbal  sugar  consumption;  1999  prices. 
Based  on  1997  World  Bank  per  capita  GNP  data.  'OTHER  DEVELOPED  COUNTRIES"  represents  the  weighted  average  of  20  foreign  developed  countries. 
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Figure  12 


From  1996  to  2000: 

Producer  Prices  for  Sugar  Plummet, 

Consumer  Prices  for  Sugar  and  Sweetened  Products  Rise 
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Other 
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Annual  average  prices,  1996  compared  with  2000.  Raw  cane:  Duty-fee  paid,  New  York.  Wholesale  refined  beet:  Midwest  markets. 
Retail  prices:  BLS  indices.     Data  source:  USDA. 
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Figure  13 


From  1990  to  2000: 

Producer  Prices  for  Sugar  Plummet, 

Consumer  Prices  for  Sugar  and  Products  Steady  or  Higher* 
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*  Change  in  annual  average  prices  from 
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1990  to  2000.  Raw  cane:  duty-fee  paid.  New  York.  Wholesale  refined  beet  sugar:  Midwest  markets.  Retail  prices:  Bureau 
Data  source:  USDA. 
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CASE  IH  SUGAR 


Successful  cane  growing  is  all  about 
return-on-investment,  particularly 
with  capital-intensive  heavy  equipment. 
The  brand  which  delivers  the  best 
return  on  this  investment  is  the  brand 
that  delivers  lower  owning  and  operating 
costs,  a  longer  productive  life  and 
generates  higher  resale  value. 

The  brand  is  Case  IH  Austoft 
because  it  offers  a  range  of  integrated 
equipment  and  support  technologies  that 


improve  viability  today  and  sustainability 
for  tomorrow. 

A  broad  range  of  massively  powerful 
two-wheel  drive  and  four-wheel  drive 
tractors  and  the  efficient,  reliable  planting 
and  tillage  equipment  to  pull  behind  them. 
Unique  Austoft  harvesters,  packed  from 
front  to  back  with  innovative  features  that 
are  proven  in  every  aspect  of  their  role. 
Big  new  Powerhauls  and  Trailhauls  are 
integrated  to  maximize  harvest  productivity. 


CANE  SYSTEMS 


Austoft  is  the  original,  and  still  the  best, 
when  it  comes  to  cane  harvesting  systems. 

Excellent  service,  flexible  financing, 
broad  availability  of  genuine  parts,  and 
friendly,  professional  advise  from  your 
Case  IH  Austoft  dealer,  make  Case  IH 
Austoft  cane  systems  the  best  choice  for 
your  long-term  capital  investment  of 
agricultural  equipment. 


AUSTOFT  AMERICAS 

12771  WESTLINKS  DRIVE,  UNIT  #1 
FT.  MYERS,  FLORIDA  33913     USA 
TEL:  (941)561-7844 
FAX:  (941)561-7855 

CASE  CORPORATION 

700  STATE  STREET 

RACINE,  WISCONSIN   53404     USA 

www.casecorp.com 


(Continued  from  page  28) 
Figure  14 

Sugar  and  Product  Price  Changes  Since  1996: 

Producer  and  Consumer  Losses  and 

Grocer  and  Food  Manufacturer  Gains,  1997-2001 
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-$1,309 
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(potential  consumer  gain) 
Relative  to  1995/96 


^Consumer  Loss  Relative  to  1995/96 


I  Grocer  and  Food  Manufacturer  Gains 


•Projected,  based  on  April  2001  USDA  World  Agricultural  Supply  and  Demand  Estimates  report  and  October-  March  2000/01  average  prices 
Data  Source    USDA 


Figure  15 
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Sugar  and  Product  Price  Changes  Since  1996: 

Producer  and  Consumer  Losses  and 

Grocer  and  Food  Manufacturer  Gains,  1997-2001 


Grocer  and  Food 
Manufacturer  Gains 

85,306 


Producer  Loss 


Consumer  Loss 


-$1,650 


-$3,656 


•Projected,  based  on  April  2001  USDA  World  Agricultural  Supply  and  Demand  Estimates  report  and  October  -  March  2000/01  average  prices 
Data  Source    USDA 
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Figure  17 


Crop  Shares  of  Total  Value  of 

Production  and  Government  Expenditures; 

Government-Payment  Shares  of  Crop  Returns 


1997/98-1999/00  Avg. 
Value  of  Production 


Corn  for  Grain 

Million  dollars 
$19,741 

%  of  Total 
34.8% 

Sorghum 

$1,095 

1.9% 

Barley 

$700 

1.2% 

Oats 

$214 

0.4% 

Wheat 

$6,990 

12.3% 

Rice 

$1,567 

2.8% 

Cotton 

$4,644 

8.2% 

Tobacco 

$2,749 

4.9% 

Soybeans 

$14,439 

25.5% 

Peanuts 

$1,040 

1.8% 

Sugar** 

$3,480 

6.1% 

CCC  Outlays  in  FY  2000 


Million  dollars 
$9,696 

%  of  Total 
38.2% 

$942 

3.7% 

$393 

1.5% 

$63 

0.2% 

$5,417 

21.4% 

$1,729 

6.8% 

$4,206 

16.6% 

$301 

1.2% 

$2,425 

9.6% 

$42 

0.2% 

$141 

0.6% 

FY  2000 

Government 

payments  as  a  %  ol 

each  crop's  total 

returns 

26.4% 


38.4% 


56.4% 


44.8%* 


18.1% 


Total 


$56,659        100.0% 


$25,355        100.0% 


*  FY  1999 

**  Crop  value  adjusted  from  ERS  published  figure  of  $2,088  billion,  which  represents  60%  (grower  share)  of  the  actual  value  of 
sugar  production. 

Data  sources:  USDA's  Economic  Research  Service  and  Farm  Service  Agency 


Appendices 
Appendix  A 


The  "Stuffed  Molasses"  Sugar  Import  Loophole 


The  pace  of  imports  of  sugar  syrups  commonly  referred  to  as  stuffed  molasses  under  HTS 
subheading  1702.90.40  has  risen  dramatically  in  just  the  last  several  years.  According  to  Customs 
Service  data,  published  by  the  U.S.  Department  of  Agriculture  in  its  January  2001  "Sugar  and 
Sweetener  Situation  &  Outlook"  report,  in  calendar  year  1995,  only  1,702  metric  tons  of  stuffed 
molasses  was  imported  into  the  United  States.  (One  metric  ton  of  syrup  yields  .55  short  tons  raw 
value  of  sugar.)  Syrup  imports  rose  to  14,5 17  metric  tons  in  1996;  68,838  in  1997;  166,240  in  1998; 
233,748  in  1999;  and  174,135  tons  through  November  2000. 

On  a  fiscal  year  basis,  applying  the  55%  formula  to  convert  from  metric  tons  of  syrup  to  short 
tons  of  raw  sugar  equivalent,  USD  A  data  shows  the  amount  of  sugar  entering  the  U.S.  market 
though  the  stuffed  molasses  loophole  has  exploded: 

•  FY  95/96  =       8,056  short  tons  raw  sugar 

•  FY 96/97  =    21,079 
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•  FY  97/98  =     83,261 

•  FY  98/99  =  114,695 

•  FY  99/00  =  118,104 

•  FY  00/01  =  125,000  (estimated  by  USDA) 

Background 

In  the  mid-1990s,  London-based  ED&F  Man,  the  world's  largest  sugar  trader  with  agriculture 
commodity  operations  in  60  countries,  set  up  a  subsidiary  in  Ontario,  Canada  to  blend  low-priced 
dump-market  sugar  from  Brazil  and  other  countries  with  molasses  and  water.  The  mixture  is  carefully 
concocted  to  exploit  the  HTS  loophole  so  the  syrup  can  evade  legitimate  U.S.  import  duties.  The 
syrup,  commonly  known  as  stuffed  molasses,  is  exported  into  Michigan  to  Heartland  By-Products, 
Inc.  (also  set  up  as  a  subsidiary  of  ED&F  Man),  where  liquid  sugar  is  removed  from  the  mixture 
and  the  remaining  molasses  is  returned  to  Canada  to  start  the  stuffing  process  again.  The  sugar 
derived  from  the  reverse-processing  of  stuffed  molasses  after  it  enters  the  United  States  is  then  sold 
at  low  prices,  undercutting  American  sugar  producers  and  legitimate  exporting  countries  that  ship 
under  the  U.S.  sugar  import  TRQ. 

In  1995,  Heartland  sought  to  have  the  Customs  Service  office  in  New  York  City  rule  that  stuffed 
molasses  is  classified  under  subheading  1702.90.40,  and  the  request  was  granted.  In  1998,  U.S. 
sugar  producers  petitioned  the  Customs  Service  to  investigate  the  quota-circumvention  scheme. 
After  20  months  of  consideration,  Customs  revoked  the  Heartland  letter  in  1999  and  classified 
stuffed  molasses  in  a  subheading  subject  to  the  tariff-rate  quotas.  According  to  the  Customs  Service, 
"it  is  clear"  that  Heartland  did  not  provide  the  New  York  office  with  "essential  information"  when 
it  requested  the  1995  ruling.  Heartland  appealed  this  decision  to  the  courts,  and  received  a  favorable 
ruling  from  the  U.S.  Court  of  International  Trade  on  the  classification  issue.  The  U.S.  Government 
and  the  U.S.  sugar  industry  have  appealed  the  CIT's  ruling,  and  the  matter  is  now  under  review  by 
the  U.S.  Court  of  Appeals  for  the  Federal  Circuit.  Oral  arguments  were  heard  in  February  2001, 
and  a  ruling  is  expected  soon. 

A  favorable  decision  by  the  Court  of  Appeals  could  effectively  remedy  the  stuffed  molasses 
TRQ  circumvention  by  Heartland,  but  this  is  only  the  tip  of  the  iceberg.  Other  commodities  traders 
are  poised  to  join  ED&F  Man  in  the  sugar  TRQ  circumvention  business,  and  the  recipes  for  new 
products  to  exploit  loopholes  in  the  tariff  schedule  are  limited  only  by  the  creativity  of  these  border 
operators.  Enactment  of  the  Beaux/Craig  bill  will  specifically  address  the  circumvention  by  the  so- 
called  stuffed  molasses  product,  but  more  importantly  it  also  will  clarify  the  Customs  Service's 
authority  to  act  quickly  to  apply  the  sugar  import  quotas  to  other  circumvention  products  in  the 
future  found  to  be  imported  for  the  purpose  of  commercial  extraction  of  sugar  for  human 
consumption. 

Implications  for  WTO  and  NAFTA 

Including  a  circumventing  good  in  the  sugar  tariff-rate  quotas  could  conceivably  lead  to  a  claim 
that  the  United  States  is  not  observing  its  WTO  obligation  not  to  impose  a  duty  on  that  good  above 
a  specified  rate.  The  claim  would  be  for  compensation  (typically  a  tariff  reduction)  based  on  the 
value  of  trade  affected.  If  the  Customs  Service  administers  the  bill  properly,  new  attempts  to 
circumvent  the  sugar  tariff-rate  quotas  will  be  stopped  quickly,  before  any  significant  trade  can 
develop.  Therefore,  even  if  a  claim  for  compensation  were  warranted,  it  would  be  extremely  small, 
and  could  be  addressed  under  existing  WTO  rules  and  U.S.  law.  • 

The  sugar  supplying  countries,  like  Brazil  and  Caribbean  Basin  nations,  are  strongly  opposed  to 
circumvention  of  the  sugar  tariff-rate  quotas  because  circumvention  forces  USDA  and  the  Office  of 
the  U.S.  Trade  Representative  to  reduce  the  quotas  to  protect  the  sugar  program.  In  a  letter  to  a 
member  of  the  U.S.  Senate  in  1999,  USTR  Ambassador  Charlene  Barshefsky  correctly  identified 
stuffed  molasses  as  an  artifice  to  deceive  when  she  stated,  "From  a  commercial  perspective,  these 
imports  appear  to  be  simply  a  vehicle  to  bring  raw  sugar  into  the  U.S.  market  free  from  the  tariff 
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applicable  to  sugar  imported  outside  of  the  sugar  tariff  rate  quota."  The  result  of  this  TRQ 
circumvention  is  that  sugar  supplying  countries  ship  less  sugar  to  the  United  States  at  preferential 
domestic  U.S.  prices. 

The  stuffed  molasses  imported  from  Canada  does  not  originate  in  Canada  for  purposes  of  NAFTA 
preferential  treatment  or  under  U.S.  customs  law.  The  sugar  component  apparently  has  come 
principally  from  Brazil,  Colombia,  and  Australia. 

If  Canada  does  complain  about  plugging  the  stuffed  molasses  loophole,  it  will  only  be  abetting 
ED&F  Man's  efforts  to  undermine  an  important  U.S.  Government  program,  the  sugar  price  support 
program.  The  result  will  be  unstable  sugar  prices  in  the  United  States,  leading  to  more  beet  and 
cane  farm  failures,  more  sugar  processing  factory  closures,  and  forfeitures  of  USDA  sugar  loans  at 
a  significant  cost  to  the  U.S.  Treasury.  American  consumers  will  not  benefit,  as  recent  history 
shows  that  industrial  sugar  users  do  not  pass  along  the  savings  when  their  wholesale  cost  of  sugar 
declines. 

Appendix  B 

U.S. -Mexico  Sugar  Trade  Issues 

When  NAFTA  Was  Negotiated,  1992-93: 

•  Mexico  had  been  a  deficit  sugar  producer  for  five  years  of  six,  1988/89-93/94 

•  Mexican  imports  and  consumption  of  corn  sweeteners  were  minimal 

•  Mexico  had  a  minimal  share  of  the  U.S.  import  quota  —  about  7,000  metric  tons 

•  U.S.  and  Mexican  governments  assured  the  U.S.  Congress  that  Mexico  would  remain  a  deficit 
sugar  producer 

Original  NAFTA  Sugar  Provisions: 

•  Opened  Mexican  market  to  U.S.  high  fructose  corn  syrup  (HFCS) 

•  Encouraged  Mexico  to  substitute  HFCS  for  sugar  by  allowing  Mexico  to  export  all  displaced 
sugar  to  U.S.  market:  three-fold  increase  to  25,000  tons  in  1994-2000;  all  surplus  production  in 
2001-2007  (surplus  production  =  sugar  production  minus  sugar  consumption);  second-tier  (over- 
quota)  tariff  drops  from  16  cents  per  pound  of  raw  sugar  in  1994  to  zero  in  2008;  common 
market  beginning  in  2008 

•  American  sugar  producers  vehemently  opposed 

NAFTA  Sugar  Side  Letter: 

•  Negotiated  by  U.S.  and  Mexico  prior  to  U.S.  vote,  November  1993 

•  Limited  200 1  -07  access  to  up  to  250,000  tons  of  surplus  production  —  roughly  35  times  traditional 
Mexican  access;  changed  surplus  producer  definition  to  sugar  production  minus  sugar  and  HFCS 
consumption;  no  change  in  second-tier  tariff  phaseout 

•  Won  NAFTA  passage  in  Congress 

Developments  Since  NAFTA  Inception,  January  1994: 

•  Mexican  government  has  provided  subsidies  amounting  to  over  $1.6  billion  since  NAFTA  entered 
into  force  for  the  purchase  of  facilities,  the  financing  of  these  purchases,  sugar  storage,  and 
virtually  all  other  aspects  of  sugar  production 

•  Mexican  sugar  production  exploded  -  1 .22-million-ton,  or  33%,  increase  post-NAFTA  in  1994/ 
95-99/00  average  over  1988/89-93/94  pre-NAFTA  average;  pre-NAFTA  455,000-tons/year 
average  deficit  transformed  to  63 1 ,000-ton  average  surplus 

•  Mexico  imposed  high  antidumping  duties,  which  were  found  to  be  inconsistent  with  WTO  rules, 
on  U.S.  HFCS.  These  duties  effectively  limited  imports  of  U.S.  HFCS  to  an  average  of  158,000 
tons/year,  but  Mexican  consumption  of  corn  sweeteners  has  also  exploded,  to  about  500,000 
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tons/year  -  most  of  it  domestically  produced 

•  Mexico  renounced  the  sugar  side  letter  and  attacked  its  validity  in  formal  NAFTA  dispute 
settlement 

•  U.S.  government  agrees  to  renegotiate  side  letter,  but  Mexican  proposals  will  not  produce  fair 
trade 

•  In  the  presence  of  both  Mexican  and  worldwide  sugar  market  distortions,  U.S.  sugar  policy  is 
the  only  way  to  ensure  fair  trade  in  sugar. 

•  American  producers  suggest  sugar  ethanol  program  to  relieve  Mexican  problems  of  sugar  surplus, 
potential  rural  job  losses  from  sugar  mill  closures,  and  air  and  water  pollution 

Appendix  C 

U.S.  Sugar  Industry  Position  on  the  FTAA 

U.S.  Sugar  Industry's  Free  Trade  Position 

U.S.  sugar  producers  are  efficient  by  world  standards  with  costs  of  production  below  the  world 
average,  despite  the  highest  environmental  and  labor  standards  in  the  world.  Because  of  our 
competitiveness,  we  have  endorsed  the  goal  of  genuine,  multilateral  free  trade  in  sugar  since  the 
onset  of  the  Uruguay  Round  of  the  GATT  in  1986.  Ultimately,  we  want  to  see  free  trade  in  sugar 
include  all  countries  and  all  government  programs.  But  that  will  require  some  doing.  Genuine 
liberalization  of  trade  in  sugar  must  address  all  market  distortions  and  circumvention,  not  just 
import  barriers. 

Market  Distortions 

More  than  120  countries  produce  sugar,  and  in  all  these  countries  the  government  intervenes  in 
the  sugar  marketplace.  The  worst  of  these  distortions  involves  a  combination  of  import  protection 
and  production  and  export  subsidies.  This  combination  results  in  huge  over-production,  which  is 
dumped  on  the  world  market,  thus  injuring  the  producers  of  other  countries  unless  their  governments, 
in  turn,  protect  their  markets.  The  world  market  for  sugar  is  so  distorted  by  these  aggressive  practices 
of  over-production  that  over  the  past  two  decades  the  "world  price"  has  averaged  barely  half  the 
world  average  cost  of  producing  sugar,  according  to  independent  studies. 

U.S.  sugar  policy  is  designed  primarily  to  ensure  that  the  U.S.  market  is  not  distorted  by  these 
aggressive  over-production  policies.  If  these  subsidies  and  other  market  distortions  were  removed, 
then  the  U.S.  sugar  industry  would  support  negotiations  that  led  to  reciprocal  reductions  in  import 
barriers  for  sugar.  But  without  this  crucial  step,  such  reductions  would  only  encourage  government 
subsidies  to  destroy  efficient  producers. 

Circumvention 

In  a  world  market  so  undermined  by  market  distortions  in  national  markets,  the  incentive  to 
evade  existing  WTO  disciplines  on  sugar  trade  is  enormous.  As  a  result,  some  countries  can  become 
"blending  platforms,"  which  import  third-country  dump-market  sugar  for  manufacture  of  sweetened 
products  that  are  then  exported.  Bilateral  and  regional  agreements  can  make  this  problem  worse, 
because  "blending  platforms"  within  a  free  area  can  export  duty-free  within  the  free  area,  undermining 
WTO  agreements  on  market  access  for  sugar.  Or,  new  agreements  can  act  on  the  problem,  by 
including  provisions  that  address  this  form  of  circumvention. 

Sugar  is  Not  Included  in  Most  Bilateral  and  Regional  Agreements 

Because  of  the  uniquely  distorted  nature  of  the  world  dump  market  for  sugar  and  because  of  a 
wide  range  of  border  control  issues,  sugar  has  overwhelmingly  been  excluded  from  bilateral  and 
regional  free  trade  agreements.  The  Food  and  Agriculture  Organization  of  the  United  Nations 
noted  last  year: 
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"There  are  124  regional  trade  agreements  worldwide  at  this  time,  most  of  which  substantially 
exclude  sugar."  Some  examples: 

•  Sugar  is  excluded  from  the  Mercosur  agreement  among  major  producers  Argentina  and  Brazil, 
with  Uruguay  and  Paraguay. 

•  Though  Mexico  reportedly  has  more  bilateral  and  regional  trade  agreements  than  any  other 
country,  it  has  excluded  sugar  from  virtually  every  one,  including  its  recent  agreement  with  the 
European  Union.  The  EU  is  the  world's  second  largest  exporter  of  sugar,  thanks  to  massive 
production  and  export  subsidies. 

•  Sugar  is  excluded  from  the  U.S. -Canada  portion  of  the  North  American  Free  Trade  Agreement 
(NAFTA),  which  defers  to  WTO  disciplines  instead. 

Sugar  is  included  in  the  U.S. -Mexico  portion  of  the  NAFTA,  but  the  sweetener  provisions  are 
embroiled  in  controversy.  Mexico  is  blocking  imports  of  U.S. -made  corn  sweeteners  that  compete 
with  sugar  in  Mexico,  and  Mexico  insists  on  accelerating  the  NAFTA  schedule  of  its  sugar  access 
to  the  U.S. 

With  sugar  excluded  from  so  many  free  trade  agreements,  including  agreements  in  this  very 
hemisphere,  the  challenge  of  including  sugar  in  the  FTAA  is,  at  best,  daunting. 

The  U.S.  Is  Already  a  Major  Sugar  Importer;  Market  Is  Saturated 

The  United  States  has  committed,  under  WTO  and  NAFTA  rules,  to  import,  at  a  minimum,  a 
volume  of  sugar  amounting  to  about  15  percent  of  U.S.  consumption,  duty  free.  The  U.S.  must 
import  this  sugar  whether  the  domestic  market  requires  it  or  not,  making  the  U.S.  the  world's  fourth 
largest  importer  of  sugar.  Twenty  two  countries  in  this  hemisphere  already  benefit  from  essentially 
duty-free  access  to  the  U.S.  market,  representing  65  percent  of  U.S.  imports. 

In  addition,  we  have  experienced  import  leakage,  of  blended  product  from  Canada  and  above- 
quota  sugar  from  Mexico.  These  imports,  coupled  with  unusually  large  U.S.  production,  inundated 
the  U.S.  sugar  market  the  past  two  years  and  depressed  the  domestic  sugar  price  to  a  22-year  low  in 
2000.  The  industry  is  badly  oversupplied  and  in  a  severe  financial  crisis,  with  beet  and  cane  mills 
closing,  and  the  country's  largest  refined  sugar  seller  in  bankruptcy.  The  U.S.  market  has  no  room 
for  additional  foreign  sugar. 

In  the  FTAA:  Negotiate  Real  Open  Trade  or  Reserve  Sugar  for  WTO  Disciplines 

Given  the  highly  distorted  nature  of  the  world  dump  market  for  sugar  and  the  inability  so  far  of 
most  regional  trade  agreements  to  address  market  distortions,  the  U.S.  sugar  industry  believes  that 
negotiations  on  sugar  provisions  in  the  FTAA  would  be  so  contentious  they  would  delay  the  wider 
package.  The  U.S.  sugar  industry,  therefore,  recommends  that,  within  the  framework  of  the  FTAA, 
sugar  be  reserved  for  much  needed,  and  more  far  reaching,  disciplines  in  the  multilateral,  WTO 
context. 

Appendix  D 

Proposal  for  USDA  Commodity  Loans  for  In-Process  Sugarbeet  Syrups 

Implementation  of  a  Commodity  Credit  Corporation  non-recourse  loan  for  intermediate-stage 
processed  sugarbeet  syrups  would  provide  an  important  mechanism  to  enhance  the  operation  of  the 
sugar  price  support  loan  program.  USDA-CCC  loans  are  an  important  source  of  financing  that 
enables  processors  to  make  the  significant  up-front  payments  to  sugar  producers  for  their  crops. 
Substantial  additional  financing  is  required  for  these  grower  payments  and  for  the  very  seasonal 
cost  of  processing  operations  whereby  beets  are  converted  into  refined. 

In  today's  depressed  farm  economy,  reliable  sources  of  agricultural  financing  are  becoming 
more  and  more  difficult  to  secure,  and  availability  of  a  CCC  loan  for  in-process  syrups  could  be  the 
difference  in  some  operations  as  to  whether  processors  can  survive  the  current  downturn.  A  loan 
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rate  could  be  established  that  recognizes  the  value  of  in-process  sugar  in  relation  to  the  raw  cane 
loan  rate  and  the  refined  beet  sugar  loan  rate.  An  in-process  loan  rate  at  80  percent  of  the  refined 
rate  is  suggested.  It  is  recommended  that  the  proposed  CCC  non-recourse  "thick  juice"  loan  terms 
include  a  requirement  for  any  forfeiting  processor  to  convert  the  in-process  syrup  to  refined  sugar 
within  60  days  of  the  date  of  forfeiture,  or  by  September  30th,  whichever  is  sooner.  Further,  under 
such  forfeiture  circumstances,  the  loan  terms  should  provide  that  once  the  conversion  to  refined 
sugar  has  occurred,  the  CCC  shall  provide  that  processor  the  net  difference  in  loan  proceeds  (for 
example,  100%  -  80%  =  20%)  to  account  for  the  input  costs  (i.e.,  value)  of  syrup  versus  refined 
sugar. 

Prior  to  1960,  sugar  factories  were  designed  with  "balanced"  beet  and  sugar  end  capacities, 
allowing  sugar  from  beets  sliced  to  be  directly  processed  on  the  sugar  end.  However,  with  beet 
quality  and  processability  so  highly  influenced  by  a  combination  of  weather-related  factors  and 
agronomic  practices  which  could  vary  significantly  each  year,  the  desired  balance  was  rarely 
consistently  realized,  causing  less-than-optimal  processing  efficiencies.  That,  coupled  with  a  pursuit 
of  the  economic  benefits  associated  with  higher  throughput,  equipment  utilization,  and  sugar  storage 
to  satisfy  marketing  cycles,  directed  the  sugar  industry  to  a  concept  that  was  first  done  on  a  full 
scale  in  1960,  and  is  almost  universally  applied  today — thick  juice  storage.  Thick  juice,  the  purified 
and  concentrated  syrup  produced  through  the  beet  end  of  a  sugarbeet  processing  factory,  is  the  base 
syrup  from  which  granulated  sugar  is  crystallized  on  the  sugar  end.  Factories  have  taken  advantage 
of  thick  juice  storage  to  allow  increased  beet  slicing  capacity  without  increasing  the  size  of  sugar 
ends  by  storing  the  additional  thick  juice  generated  by  the  higher  daily  slice. 

Additionally,  with  the  advent  of  molasses  desugarization  through  a  chromatographic  separation 
process,  sugarbeet  molasses  is  stored  as  an  in-process  syrup  inventory.  Separator  feed  molasses 
(60-65%  sugar  on  solids)  is  the  exhausted  mother  liquor  resulting  from  the  conventional 
crystallization  process.  It  is  considered  a  very  stable  material.  At  its  typical  80-82°  brix,  it  is 
essentially  protected  against  any  microbiological  activity.  A  ton  of  separator  feed  molasses  contains 
approximately  6.5  to  7.5  hundredweight  of  extractable  granulated  sugar.  This  separator  feed  molasses 
is  processed  through  the  separator  into  additional  thick  juice.  The  cost  of  converting  separator  feed 
molasses  to  thick  juice  is  approximately  $2.50  per  refined  hundredweight. 

Thick  juice  (90-91%  sugar  on  solids),  in  its  stored  form,  is  a  high  purity,  pH  adjusted,  cooled 
sugar  syrup  concentrated  to  68-69E  brix,  which  contains  approximately  10  to  1 1  hundredweight  of 
extractable  granulated  sugar  per  ton  of  juice.  It  is  filtered  to  remove  spores  and  organisms  not 
killed  by  heat,  and  also  any  particles  that  might  act  as  nuclei  for  crystallization  during  storage. 
When  the  pH-adjusted  juice  is  kept  as  close  to  saturation  as  possible,  most  micro-organisms,  such 
as  yeasts  and  molds,  will  normally  not  develop  or  grow.  The  cost  of  converting  thick  juice  into 
granulated  refined  sugar  is  approximately  $1.50  per  refined  hundredweight. 

Sugarbeet  molasses  separator  feed  and/or  thick  juice  is  stored  in  four  to  six  million  gallon  steel 
tanks,  each  representing  250,000-350,000  hundredweight  of  granulated  sugar  equivalent.  These 
tanks  and  associated  systems  are  cleaned  and  sterilized  before  use,  and  all  syrup  quality  parameters 
are  regularly  measured  and  monitored,  both  prior  to  and  during  storage.  At  a  peak  level  in  February, 
most  syrup  storage  tanks  are  full.  By  the  end  of  the  crop  year  on  September  30th,  virtually  all 
syrups  from  the  previous  campaign  have  been  processed  into  granulated  refined  sugar. 

Given  the  above,  which  are  all  part  of  standard  operating  and  quality  control  procedures,  in- 
process  syrup  storage  has,  for  40  years,  proven  to  be  a  viable  and  economically-efficient  method 
for  successfully  storing  sugar  in  quantity  for  up  to  one  year,  without  significant  loss  or  deterioration. 
This  also  allows  it  to  be  processed  with  no  more,  and  often  less,  difficulty  than  fresh  juice  before 
storage. 

The  concept  of  sugar  stored  in  an  in-process  state  through  molasses  separator  feed  and  thick 
juice  is  not  unlike  the  storing  of  raw  cane  sugar  which  is  also  an  in-process  form  that  is  subsequently 
further  processed  into  final  refined  consumable  sugar. 
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Hibernia  offers  an  easier  way  to  grow. 


The  Bank  For  Business 
Is  The  Bank  For  Leasing. 


For  years,  Hibernia  has  been  working  hard 

to  meet  the  needs  of  businesses. 

We've  taken  that  commitment  further  by  adding 

equipment  leasing  to  our  long  roster  of  business  services. 

Leasing  enables  you  to: 

Leave  lines  of  credit  free  for  other  needs. 

Free  up  capital  for  investment. 

Hedge  against  inflation. 

Gain  tax  advantages. 

Finance  100%  of  the  purchase  price  of  your  equipment.  * 

Hibernia's  capital  and  operating  lease  programs 

are  flexible  like  our  annual  payment  lease. 

We  can  arrange  a  program  to  meet  the  special  needs 

of  your  business.  Best  of  all,  we're  offering  our  leasing  services 

through  the  business  bankers  you've  come  to  know  and  trust. 

To  learn  more  about  our  equipment  leasing  programs 

and  what  they  can  do  for  your  business, 

call  the  Commercial  Equipment  Leasing  Department  toll  free  at: 

800-562-9007,  extension  3-2864 


HIBERNIA 

Where  service  matters.™ 

*Normal  credit  qualifications  apply. 
2000      Member  FDIC.     www.hibernia.com 
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WASHINGTON  UPDATE 


By  Don  Wallace 


Brenux  Introduces  Stuffed  Molnsses  Legislation 


Senator  John  Breaux  (D-LA),  joined  by 
Senator  Larry  Craig  (R-ID),  has 
introduced  a  bill  to  prevent 
circumvention  of  the  U.S.  sugar  tariff-rate  quotas 
(TRQs)  by  certain  articles,  including  the  product 
commonly  known  as  stuffed  molasses.  The  bill 
would  amend  the  Harmonized  Tariff  Schedule 
of  the  U.S.  (HTS)  by  subjecting  those  products 
that  are  used  for  the  commercial  extraction  or 
production  of  sugar  for  human  consumption 
against  the  same  TRQs  to  which  other  refined 
sugar  imports  are  subjected. 

Imports  of  stuffed  molasses  and  similar  sugar 
syrups  are  currently  classified  under  an  HTS 
subheading  that  is  separate  from  the  subheadings 
used  to  classify  imports  of  refined  sugar. 
Although  these  stuffed  molasses  and  syrup 
products  are  not  currently  counted  against  the 
refined  TRQ,  they  are  nonetheless  shipped  solely 
for  the  commercial  extraction  of  liquid  sugar, 
which  then  displaces  legitimately  produced  sugar 
in  the  refined  sugar  market.  A  USDA  report 
estimates  that  approximately  125,000  tons  of 
stuffed  molasses  and  similar  syrups  will  enter 
the  United  States  during  the  current  fiscal  year. 
Upon  introduction  of  the  bill,  Senator  Breaux 
described  stuffed  molasses  as  "a  classic  example 
of  an  unfair  trade  practice."  As  of  this  writing, 
he  and  Senator  Craig  are  joined  by  17  co- 
sponsors,  including  Senator  Mary  Landrieu  CD- 
LA). 

Sugar  Industry  Prepares  for  Farm  Bill 
Hearing 

As  the  Sugar  Bulletin  goes  to  press,  industry 
representatives  are  putting  the  final  touches  on 


testimony  to  be  presented  to  the  House 
Agriculture  Committee  on  April  26.  The 
industry's  testimony  is  part  of  a  larger  series  of 
hearings  held  by  the  Committee  and  covering  a 
wide  array  of  commodities  and  farm  programs 
in  anticipation  of  the  2002  Farm  Bill. 

Testifying  on  behalf  of  the  domestic  sugar 
industry  will  be  Michigan  beet  grower  Ray 
VanDriessche,  who  is  also  president  of  the 
American  Sugarbeet  Growers  Association.  Mr. 
VanDriessche  will  be  accompanied  by  Jack 
Nelson,  president  of  the  Rio  Grande  Valley  Sugar 
Growers;  Jim  Horvath,  president  of  the  American 
Crystal  Sugar  Company;  Jack  Lay,  president  of 
Refined  Sugars  Inc.;  and  Jack  Roney,  Director 
of  Economics  and  Policy  Analysis  for  the 
American  Sugar  Alliance. 

Mr.  VanDriessche's  presentation  focuses  on 
recommendations  for  both  short-term  and  long- 
term  changes  to  sugar  policy.  First,  in  the  short- 
term,  and  before  any  changes  to  sugar  policy  can 
be  effective,  satisfactory  resolutions  must  be 
found  to  existing  trade  problems  involving 
stuffed  molasses  imports  and  the  NAFTA  side 
letter  dispute.  Second,  surplus  stocks  in 
Commodity  Credit  Corporation  control  must  be 
drawn  down  in  a  non-price  depressing  manner. 
Third,  the  sugar  marketing  fee  must  be 
eliminated  for  the  remainder  of  the  current  farm 
program.  Fourth,  the  sugar  loan  forfeiture 
penalty  must  also  be  eliminated.  Fifth,  a  share 
of  the  budget  baseline  should  be  preserved  for 
sugar  policy  needs. 

Basic  elements  of  the  industry's  long-term 
recommendations  address  structural  components 
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of  sugar  policy.  First,  the  non-recourse  loans 
should  continue  to  be  available.  Second,  the 
USDA  Secretary's  authority  to  limit  imports 
under  the  TRQ  system  should  be  retained.  Third, 
the  sugar  program  should  continue  to  operate  at 
little  or  no  cost  to  the  government.  Fourth,  a 
government-administered  inventory  manage- 
ment mechanism,  similar  to  that  authorized  in 
the  1990  Farm  Bill,  should  be  resumed,  once 
trade  problems  involving  stuffed  molasses  and 
the  NAFTA  side  letter  dispute  are  resolved.  Fifth, 
loan  rates  for  sugar,  as  well  as  for  all 
commodities,  should  be  upwardly  rebalanced. 
Sixth,  loans  should  be  made  available  for  in- 
process  sugarbeet  syrups.  Seventh,  a  processor's 
ability  to  forfeit  sugar  loans  made  in  the  last 
month  of  the  fiscal  year  (September)  should  be 
clarified.  Eighth,  processor  bankruptcy 
protection  for  farmers  should  be  restored.  Ninth, 
sugar  should  be  made  eligible  for  the  storage 
facility  loan  program.  Tenth,  the  100-point 
surcharge  on  commodity  loans  should  be 
eliminated. 

WASDE  Forecast  for  Sugar  Production 
Lowered 

The  April  report  of  the  World  Agricultural 
Supply  and  Demand  Estimates  (WASDE)  has 
been  released,  decreasing  projected  sugar 
production  by  50,000  tons  to  a  total  of  8.490 
million  short  tons,  raw  value.  The  reduced 
forecast  results  in  a  stocks-to-use  ratio  of  18.7%. 

Anticipated  beet  output  is  raised  by  50,000 
tons  to  4.420  million  tons,  based  on  improved 
sugar  recovery.  Forecasts  of  cane  production  are 
lowered  by  100,000  tons,  based  on  preliminary 
estimates  following  completion  of  grinding  in 
early  April.  Expected  production  in  Louisiana 
for  the  coming  year  is  unchanged  at  1 .570  million 
tons.  Estimates  of  domestic  deliveries  is  also 
unchanged  at  10.345  million  tons. 
USDA  Budget  Released 

USDA  Secretary  Ann  Veneman  has  released 
the  details  of  the  Bush  Administration's  FY  2002 
budget  for  agriculture.  The  budget  proposes 
$68.2  billion  in  mandatory  and  discretionary 
spending,  which  is  $6.35  billion  less  than  the 
current  fiscal  year  budget.  No  money  is  set  aside 
in  the  agriculture  budget  for  emergency 


assistance  to  farmers.  Instead,  Secretary 
Veneman  asserted  that  farmers  would  be  eligible 
for  access  to  an  emergency  reserve  fund 
President  Bush  proposes  to  create. 
U.S.  and  EU  Negotiators  Reach  Agreement 
to  End  Banana  Dispute 

Trade  negotiators  for  the  United  States  and 
the  European  Union  (EU)  have  announced  an 
agreement  resolving  a  nearly  decade-old  dispute 
regarding  EU  import  barriers  to  bananas.  The 
agreement  provides  for  a  transition  to  a  tariff- 
only  system  by  2006.  Until  then,  banana  imports 
into  the  EU  will  be  regulated  through  the  use  of 
import  licenses,  which  will  be  distributed  on  the 
basis  of  past  trade,  according  to  an  announcement 
by  the  office  of  U.S.  Trade  Representative  Robert 
Zoellick. 

The  dispute  began  as  early  as  1992  as  Europe 
prepared  for  the  creation  of  a  single  EU  market. 
Several  Latin  American  nations  challenged  an 
EU  plan  to  erect  import  barriers  to  bananas 
grown  in  Latin  America  and  marketed  by  U.S. 
companies,  in  order  to  open  the  EU's  internal 
market  to  European  marketers.  The  dispute 
carried  on  for  the  duration  of  the  Clinton 
Administration,  and  included  two  successful 
challenges  before  the  World  Trade  Organization 
(WTO)  that  prompted  retaliatory  sanctions 
against  EU  goods  by  the  United  States. 
Hemispheric  Trade  Negotiations  Assume 
Greater  Significance 

An  emphasis  by  the  Bush  Administration  to 
strengthen  ties  with  Latin  America  has  boosted 
prospects  for  a  hemispheric  trade  pact.  The  6th 
Ministerial  Meeting  of  the  Free  Trade  of  the 
Americas  (FTAA)  convened  in  early  April  in 
Buenos  Aires,  Argentina,  and  established  a  time 
frame  for  completion  of  negotiations  and  imple- 
mentation of  an  agreement  by  December  2005. 
That  meeting  was  followed  by  the  Third  Sum- 
mit of  the  Americas,  in  which  heads  of  state  from 
around  the  Western  Hemisphere,  including  Presi- 
dent Bush,  met  to  discuss  the  future  of  liberal- 
ized trade  throughout  the  region.  President  Bush 
has  highlighted  the  FTAA  negotiations  as  an 
opportunity  to  put  into  action  his  goal  of  improv- 
ing relations  between  the  United  States  and  its 
Latin  America  neighbors. 
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THE  DIFFERENCE 
IS  NOW 

CRYSTAL  CLl 


CLEAN 


Cane  Harvesting  \\   Equipment 


LEMANN'S 

Farm  Supply,  Inc. 


Donaldsonville  Thibodaux 

(225)  473-7927  (504)  447-3776 


Ask  about    L 

Case  Credit  ■  CASE  CREDIlf 

financing 
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Galyean  Equipment  Company 

offers  custom-built  cane  equipment  &  more, 
from  repairs  to  replacement  hoppers 


Featuring... 

"Over  the  top" 
dumping  action 

48  ft.  x  102  in.  (two 
23-ft.  baskets) 

Drop  deck  design 
available 

Rebuilt  trailers 
available 


GALYEAN  EQUIPMENT  CO.,  INC 


42 


FARM    NOTES 


By  Or.  Charley  Richard 


Hot  &  Dry  Weather  --  Or.  S  J.P.  Chilton  — 
Spring  Guttural  Practices 


For  much  of  the  past  month,  the  weather 
has  been  above  average  in  temperature  and 
below  average  in  rainfall.  While  wives, 
children  and  gardeners  sometimes  complain 
about  hot  and  dry  this  early  in  the  year,  it  is 
great  for  spring  growth  in  sugarcane!  The 
normal  measure  of  when  the  cane  crop  starts 
to  actively  grow  is  when  the  air  conditioner 
needs  to  run  all  night.  That  usually  doesn't 
happen  till  very  late  April  or  May.  This  year, 
night  temperatures  in  the  southern  part  of  the 
state  have  been  in  the  high  60s  and  low  70s  for 
part  of  early  April.  As  a  result,  cane  growth  is 
somewhat  advanced  as  compared  to  other 
years.  Another  factor  involved  with  spring 
growth  is  rainfall.  Sugarcane  in  Louisiana 
normally  flourishes  with  a  dry  spring,  since  this 
encourages  tillering  and  evens  out  the  crop. 
This  is  happening  now  and  is  helping  those 
stands  of  sugarcane  where  a  full  population  was 
not  already  evident. 

The  only  concern  about  dry  weather  at  this 
time  of  year  deals  with  chemical  activity. 
Rainfall  normally  activates  pre-emerge 
herbicides  and  helps  them  to  do  their  job  more 
effectively.  Dry  weather  oftentimes  means  that 
these  chemicals  will  not  work  as  well  as  they 
should  have.  Johnsongrass,  itchgrass  and 
bermudagrass  are  all  actively  growing. 
Growers  can't  afford  to  miss  any  opportunities 
in  fighting  these  invasive  pests  and  timely  rains 
are  certainly  an  asset  for  the  crop. 

Growers  are  applying  fertilizer  at  the  present 
time  and  many  have  decided  to  go  with  the 
lower  recommended  rates  of  nitrogen,  as 
suggested  by  the  Extension  Service.    This 


suggestion  makes  sense  given  the  data  provided 
by  researchers  showing  that  LCP  85-384 
doesn't  produce  any  higher  yield  with  larger 
amounts  of  fertilizer.  However,  growers  should 
remember  that  this  data  applies  to  LCP  85-384 
and  not  necessarily  to  other  varieties.  Also,  not 
all  fertilizer  applicators  are  as  accurate  as  others 
and  some  growers  are  not  able  to  determine  the 
rate  of  application  until  they  are  completed. 
Only  then  are  they  able  to  divide  the  amount 
used  by  the  acreage  applied  to  determine  the 
actual  rate.  Oftentimes,  one  very  heavy  spring 
rain  will  occur  during  April  or  May.  This  could 
also  present  a  problem  in  fields  where  minimal 
amounts  of  nitrogen  were  applied  and  would 
be  especially  true  in  coarse  sandy  soils  where 
leaching  would  be  more  of  a  concern. 

The  amount  of  data  available  at  this  time  to 
support  reduced  application  rates  of  nitrogen 
is  limited.  Growers  should  be  careful  about 
going  too  far  in  this  direction  until  sufficient 
data  is  available.  While  the  price  of  fertilizer 
is  higher  than  it  has  been  and  savings  are 
available  from  reduced  application  rates,  the 
amount  saved  is  small  compared  to  the  risks 
associated  with  not  having  enough  fertilizer. 

One  additional  reason  that  can  be  used  to 
support  reduced  fertilizer  rates  is  the  contention 
that  once  cane  lodges,  the  more  slowly  it  grows 
as  compared  to  erect  cane.  There  is  some  data 
from  other  parts  of  the  world  that  supports  this 
theory.  A  number  of  growers  here  in  Louisiana 
also  claim  to  have  experienced  this.  However, 
there  are  numerous  factors  that  can  cause 
LCP85-384  to  lodge.  Whether  a  high  fertilizer 
rate  is  one  of  those  reasons  or  not  has  never 


43 


been  proven  through  research.  The  same 
question  is  asked  concerning  higher  rates  of 
fertilizer  reducing  the  yield  of  sugar  per  ton  of 
cane.  More  field  comparisons  need  to  be  made 
before  these  issues  can  be  determined  to  be 
"facts."  As  part  of  the  League's  Dedicated 
Research  program  for  2000,  one  project  was 
funded  to  provide  research  data  on  verifying 
yields  from  various  fertilizer  rates.  This  data 
is  needed  for  several  years  to  confirm  the 
effects  of  recommended  rates  of  fertilizer  in 
sugarcane. 

As  a  result  of  the  good  weather  and  the 
above  average  stands  in  some  fields,  more 
acreage  is  being  kept  than  was  originally 
thought.  Many  growers  had  indicated  that  they 
would  be  plowing  out  considerably  more 
acreage  than  in  the  past  few  years  because  there 
was  going  to  be  a  considerable  quantity  of  old 
stubble.  However,  the  stands  now  showing 
have  forced  some  growers  to  reconsider  and 
the  industry  will  likely  have  more  acreage  than 
was  expected  earlier  in  the  year. 
DR.  S.J.P.  CHILTON 

Dr.  St.  John  Poindexter  Chilton  passed 
away  on  April  2,  2001  in  Rapides  Regional 
Medical  Center  in  Alexandria,  Louisiana. 
Probably  very  few  of  today's  growers  and 
processors  in  the  Louisiana  industry  remember 
Dr.  Chilton,  although  there  are  a  few  of  us  who 
remember  him  quite  well.  Dr.  Chilton  was  92 
when  he  passed  away  and  is  survived  by  his 
wife,  Alice  Hunter  Chilton  of  Bayou  Rapides. 
The  official  notice  of  his  death  states  that  he 
was  retired  as  a  plant  pathology  professor  and 
department  head  at  Louisiana  State  University 
in  Baton  Rouge.  He  was  also  a  former 
consultant  for  the  Nicaragua  Sugar  Estates, 
director  of  LaPlace  Enterprises,  president  of 
the  local  chapter  of  SAR,  past  president  of  the 
Louisiana  Historical  and  Genealogical  Society, 
president  of  the  Historical  Association  of 
Central  Louisiana,  a  Rotarian  and  was  listed 
in  Who's  Who  in  the  world. 

From  a  personal  recollection,  Dr.  Chilton 
was  bigger  than  all  those  things.  He  was  most 
instrumental  in  establishing  the  sugarcane 
crossing  and  selection  program  at  LSU. 


During  the  1950s,  60s  and  early  70s,  he  and 
Elias  Paliatseas  were  the  individuals  who  led 
the  crossing  and  selection  program  at  LSU. 
Preston  Dunckelman  was  also  part  of  that  team 
in  the  early  years.  It  was  demonstrated  that 
sugarcane  could  be  forced  to  flower  in 
Louisiana  using  a  photoperiod  regime  and  that 
viable  seed  could  be  produced  from  these 
crosses.  This  work  was  done  in  the  early  1950s. 
The  Grand  Isle  crossing  facility  was 
established,  although  it  was  used  for  flowering 
and  crossing  for  only  a  couple  of  years  and  seed 
were  planted  in  Baton  Rouge  for  selection.  The 
"L"  selection  program  was  established  and  high 
sugar  content  was  a  major  objective  in  their 
selection  effort.  In  fact,  L60-25  was  the  first 
variety  to  come  from  that  initiative  and  set  a 
new  high  water  mark  in  terms  of  sugar  content 
in  the  industry.  The  variety  lasted  only  a  few 
years  because  of  mosaic  and  RSD 
susceptibility,  but  definitely  brought  this 
industry  into  the  era  of  high  sugar  varieties. 

Dr.  Chilton,  while  known  for  his 
determination,  aggressiveness  and  dedication 
toward  the  sugar  industry,  was  also  sometimes 
regarded  as  a  "tough  individual"  and  someone 
who  could  be  quite  combative.  Those  who 
crossed  him  soon  learned  how  powerful  he 
could  be.  He  served  on  many  a  graduate 
student's  committee,  and  from  a  personal 
standpoint,  lived  up  to  his  reputation  as  "tough 
and  spirited".  He  often  kept  the  "fire  lit"  under 
people  making  sure  they  were  always  moving 
and  he  was  always  eager  to  share  his  sugarcane 
breeding  philosophies  with  those  interested  in 
listening.  He  will  always  be  remembered  for 
his  dedication,  determination  and  the  direction 
he  brought  to  the  LSU  selection  program.  He 
will  be  sadly  missed  by  his  relatives  and  friends 
throughout  the  international  sugar  community. 
(See  picture  on  page  45) 
SPRING  CULTURAL  PRACTICES 

This  spring,  a  lot  of  repair  work  is  being 
undertaken  in  fields  to  take  care  of  the  scars 
created  by  harvesting  and  transport  equipment 
this  last  harvest  season.  A  lot  of  dual  wheeled 
equipment  and  more  passes  than  usual  are  being 
made  with  off-barr  and  cultivating  equipment 
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in  an  attempt  to  put  dirt  into  the  ruts  and  patch 
them  up.  As  growers  have  learned  over  the 
years,  it  is  very  difficult  to  do  a  good  job  of 
fixing  ruts  during  the  crop.  Deep  ruts  normally 
cannot  be  permanently  fixed  until  the  fallow 
year.  Now  that  off-barring  is  completed  and 
fertilizer  has  been  applied  in  most  fields, 
cultivation  for  weeds  is  the  operation  of  the 
day.  Growers  have  been  trying  to  do  less 
cultivation  for  weeds  leaving  a  fairly  flat  row 
in  preparation  for  the  combine  harvester  and 
to  reduce  input  costs.    However,  this  year 


growers  should  be  cautious  about  minimal 
cultivation.  Leaving  large  ruts  in  the  field  and 
leaving  an  uneven  row  top  will  not  be  efficient 
for  combine  or  soldier  harvesting.  In  fact,  it 
isn't  efficient  from  a  cane  production  stand 
point  since  growing  cane,  like  dormant  cane, 
does  not  like  standing  water.  Therefore,  it  will 
be  beneficial  for  growers  to  spend  as  much  time 
and  effort  as  needed  to  get  their  fields  and 
individual  rows  in  as  good  a  shape  as  possible 
following  the  last  harvest  season  in  preparation 
for  the  next  one. 
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Controlled  light  cane  flowering  experiment  at  L.  S.  U.  Left  to  right:  Lauden,  Chilton, 

Efferson  and  Paliatseas. 

(The  Sugar  Bulletin,  Vol.  33,  No.  3,  November  1,  1954) 


UAP 

MIDSOUTH 


Thibodaux,  LA 
(504)  447-4081 

New  Roads,  LA 
(225)  638-8343 


Jeanerette,  LA 
(337)  276-5051 

Lemann's  Farm  Supply 
Donaldsonville,  LA 
(225)  473-7927 
Satellite  Plant 


Our  fluids 
make  sugar. 


Ouachita 


Fertilizer 


New  Iberia,  LA        (337)  367-8233 
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HEARNE    CANE    PLANTERS 


SIMPLE 


RUGGED 


RELIABLE 


-ROW  BILLET  PLANTER 


Patent  #5.469.791 


We  still  make 
ONE-ROW  PLANTERS 

TO  PLANT  WHOLE  STALK  OR  BILLETS ! 


NOW 
AVAIL/ 

planting  rates 

up  to  SO  acres , 

per  day! 

See  the    ^^^ 
3 -Row  Planter  in 
ACTION!  Call  today 
for  a  free  video! 

"...  the  Hearne  3-Row  Billet 
Planter  paid  for  itself  the  first 
year  in  labor  costs  alone!  It 
was  the  most  stress  free  plant- 
ing season  we've  ever  had  and 
this  spring,  we  had  excellent 
stands  of  plant  cane." 

-  L.B.  Maringouin,  LA 


Place  Your  Order  Today  -  Call: 


HEARNE   CON SULTI NC  INC. 
557/942/81 8Q    244Q  POWERS  AVE.  OPELOUSAS,  LA  7Q57Q 


BROUSSARD 

CANE  EQUIPMENT, 


Cane 

Contractors 

Inc. 


Chopper  Type 
Cane  Harvesters 

High  Dump  Wagons 


Wholestalk 
Cane  Harvesters 

Cane  Loaders 


Contract  Harvesting 

with  Chopper 

Harvesters 


Sales  ♦  Service  ♦  Parts 


Broussard  Cane  Equipment,  LLC 


P.O.  Box  2869  •  Parks,  LA  70582  •  Phone  (337)  845-5080 
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1,000  acres.  12-hour  days.  4  seasons* 


One  bank. 

Seasons  change.  The  weather's  unpredictable.  Through  it  all,  there's  one  constant  on  which 
farmers,  both  large  and  small,  know  they  can  rely:  the  Land  Bank. 

For  more  than  80  years,  we've  been  rolling  up  our  sleeves  and  helping  farmers  just  like  you. 
We're  locally  owned  and  operated,  and  ready  to  lend  you  a  financial  hand.  Whether  you're 
looking  to  buy  more  land,  update  equipment,  or  even  refinance  existing  debt. 

For  a  financial  partner  who  works  as  hard  for  your  money  as  you  do,  call  the  folks  at  the  Land 
Bank.  We'll  help  vour  business  grow. 


//flAJjfrljf^tyljtf  Part  °f the  fabric  of  rural  life. 

FEDERAL  LAND  BANK  ASSOCIATION,  FLCA 

1-877-648-LAND 

Call  now  for  information,  or  to  apply  for  a  loan  to  buy,  build,  improve,  or  refinance.  f^Y 

You  can  also  visit  us  at  www.louisianalandbank.com.  ffi"N"" 
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Computer  User's  Group 

Meeting 

Set  for 

June  13, 2001 


The  next  meeting  of  the  American  Sugar  Cane  League's  Computer  User's 
Group  will  be  held  on  June  13,  2001  at  the  Marriott  Hotel  in  New  Orleans 
(prior  to  the  annual  joint  meeting  of  the  ASSCT).  Anyone  interested  in 
learning  about  a  computer  based  farm  management  program  is  invited  to 
attend  the  meeting.  We  have  arranged  for  a  representative  from  Farm  Works 
Software  Co.  to  conduct  a  training  seminar  on  several  topics.  These  topics 
include  field  mapping,  acreage  calculators,  using  GPS  and  other  new 
technologies,  chemical  and  general  record  keeping,  accounting  and  other 
devices  to  help  you  with  farm  management. 

The  final  agenda  has  not  been  set,  but  the  in-depth  seminar  on  Farm  Works 
software  is  scheduled  for  9  a.m.  to  4  p.m.  If  you  are  interested  in  attending 
this  meeting  please  send  the  completed  registration  form  with  a  $10 
registration  fee  to  the  American  Sugar  Cane  League,  P.  O.  Drawer  938, 
Thibodaux,  LA  70302-0938. 

Registration  Form  for  2001  Computer  User's  Group  Meeting 

Name(s) : 

Farm  (or  business)  Name:  

Address: 


Phone  Number: 
48 


2001  HIGH  YIELD  AWARDS 
(1999  CROP) 


Dale  Purpera 

1  st  Place  District  Acreage  Winner 
Northern  District  Category  I 


Bo  Sandidge,  Dale  Purpera;  and  MarkTassin,  Iberville  County  Agent 


Ernest  Lapeze 

1st  Place  District  Acreage  Winner 
Northern  District  Category  II 


Jack  Bagent,  Vice  Chancellor  &  Director,  La.  Cooperative  Extension  Service;  Ernest  Lapeze; 
Harry  Laws,  West  Baton  Rouge  County  Agent;  and  Herman  Waguespack,  Jr.,  League 
Agronomist 


Kernie  Gros  Farms 
1st  Place  District  Acreage  Winner 
Northern  District  Category  III 


Jack  Bagent,  Vice  Chancellor  &  Director,  La.  Cooperative  Extension  Service;  Senator  Mary 
Landrieu;  Scott  LeBlanc;  Kernie  Gros;  Harry  Laws,  West  Baton  Rouge  County  Agent;  and 
Herman  Waguespack,  Jr.,  League  Agronomist 
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Liviolette  Farms 

2nd  Place  District  Acreage  Winner 
Tech  District  Category  II 


Jack  Bagent,  Vice  Chancellor  &  Director,  La.  Cooperative  Extension  Service;  Melba 
Laviolette;  Bernard  Laviolette,  Jr.:  Alfred  Guidry,  Lafayette  County  Agent;  and  Windell 
Jackson,  League  Agronomist 


Latiolais  Farms  of  Parks,  Inc. 
2nd  Place  District  Acreage  Winner  - 
Tech  District  Category  III 


Jack  Bagent,  Vice  Chancellor  &  Director,  La.  Cooperative  Extension  Service;  Richard 
Latiolais;  Alfred  Guidry,  Lafayette  County  Agent;  and  Windell  Jackson,  League  Argonomisl 


Square  B  Farms 

2nd  Place  District  Acreage  Winner 
Teche  District  Category  IV 


Joe  Broussard;  Jimmy  Flannigan,  Iberia  County  Agent;  John  Broussard;  Bill  Broussard; 
and  Edmond  Broussard 
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Mike  Girior  Fams 

2nd  Place  District  Acreage  Winner 
River/Bayou  Lafourche  Category  I 


Jack  Bagent,  Vice  Chancellor  &  Director,  La.  Cooperative  Extension  Service;  Mike  Girior; 
Rick  Louque,  Assumption  County  Agent;  and  Herman  Waguespack,  Jr.,  League  Argonomist 


Randall  G.  Rivere 

2nd  Place  District  Acreage  Winner  -  River/Bayou  Lafourche  District  Category  II 

NO  PHOTO  AVAILABLE 


Alton  Landry  Farms 
2nd  Place  District  Acreage  Winner 
River/Bayou  Lafourche  District 
Category  IV 
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Jack  Bagent,  Vice  Chancellor  &  Director,  La.  Cooperative  Extension  Service;  Al  Landry, 
Jr.;  and  Herman  Waguespack,  Jr.,  League  Agronomist 
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Davis  Callegan  Farms 
Parish  Winner  -  Iberville 


Davis  Callegan;  Marcellis  Coleman;  and  Mark  Tassin,  Iberia  County  Agent 
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Triple  V  Farms 

Parish  Winner  -  Lafayette 


Jack  Bagent,  Vice  Chancellor  &  Director,  La.  Cooperative  Extension  Service;  Daniel  Viator; 
Alfred  Guidry,  Lafayette  County  Agent;  and  Windell  Jackson,  League  Argonomist 
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Big  D  Farms 

Parish  Winner  -  St.  Charles 
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Rene  Schmidt,  St.  Charles  County  Agent  and  Denis  Lanaux, 


Goldmine  Plantation 
Parish  Winner  ■  St.  John 


Jack  Bagent,  Vice  Chancellor  &  Director,  La.  Cooperative  Extension  Service;  Leslie 
Rodrigue;  and  Herman  Waguespack,  Jr.,  League  Argonomist 
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Cane  Equipment  Coop.,  Inc. 


M* 


AGCO 


"Owned  by  Louisiana  Farmers'9 

25265  Highway  1  South  •  P.O.  Box  556 
Plaquemine,  Louisiana  70764 

Phone:  (225)  687-2050       Fax  (225)  687-0684 


MASSEY  FERGUSON 


BASF's  Layby  Herbicide 
Recommendation  and  Reminders 

Reminders: 

1.  A.  Proper  calibration  will  save  growers  money  and  increase  weed  control. 
B.   Growers  should  post  direct  their  layby  chemicals.  Using  Double  Swivel 

Nozzles  with  Visiflo  Floodjet  TK3  Spray  Tips  will  give  you  better 
coverage  through  the  block  of  cane  with  less  drift. 

2.  PROWL  is  rated: 

Excellent  90-100% 

Itchgrass 

Seedling  Johnsongrass 

Browntop  Panicum 

Annual  Grass 

3.  Sencor  Alone  Cost  More  and  is  rated: 
Poor  -  Itchgrass 

Fair  -  Browntop  Panicum 

Good  -  Excellent  90%  at  High  Rates  -  Seedling  Johnsongrass 

1.5  lbs./acre  =  $22.50/acre 

2.0  lbs./acre  =  $33.00/acre 

4.  Two  modes  of  action  or  more  in  a  weed  control  program  are  better  than  one 
and  make  a  weed  control  program  more  consistent. 

PROWL  2  qt./acre  =  $  9.00/acre 
Sencor  3/4  lb./acre  =$11 .25/acre 
Total  $20.25/acre 

5.  A.  Using  Trifluralins  during  layby  will  not  give  you  the  weed  control  you 

need  within  the  block  of  cane. 
B.  Trifluralins  will  volatilize  if  they  are  not  incorporated. 

6.  PROWL  Rebate  October  1,  2000  -  September  20,  2001 

Growers  who  purchase  500  gallons  of  Prowl  at  authorized  retailers  will 
receive  $2. 00/ gallon  back  through  Harvest  Partners. 

*  PROWL  Average  Survey  Price  includes  grower  rebate!  All  retailers  determine  their  own  selling  price. 
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Recommendations:  A+B+C 


Post  Directed/Broadcast  (Rate/Acre) 


A.  Grass  Base  Herbicide  for  Sugarcane: 

PROWL  2qt./acre  -  Itchgrass,  Seedling  Johnsongrass, 
Browntop  Panicum,  Annual  Grass,  etc. 

B.  Broadleaf  Herbicides: 

Atrazine  -  2qt./acre  (Most  Economical) 

Or 
Sencor  -  3/4  lbs./acre  (Broadest  Spectrum) 

Or 
Spartan  -  6.7  oz./acre  (Is  a  very  good  mix  with  PROWL.  It  controls  red 
morningglories  and  nutsedge,  and  will  cost  less  than  Sencor.) 

C.  Surfactant 

NOTE:  If  adequate  moisture  for  chemical  activation  is  a  concern: 

•  These  product  combinations  recommend  only  1  to  2  inches  of 
shallow  cultivation. 

•  Deep  cultivation  should  be  avoided! 


For  questions  contact  BASF: 

Marc  A.  Grabert  337-367-0925 

Ann  Thompson  337-989-4277 

Steve  Nix  337-779-2238 


*  Always  read  and  follow  label  directions: 

*  Sencor  DF  is  a  registered  trademark  of  Bayer  Corporation 

*  PROWL  3.3  EC  is  a  registered  trademark  of  BASF  Corporation  Agricultural  Products 

*  Spartan  is  a  registered  trademark  ofFMC  Corporation  Agricultural  Products 

55 


CLASSIFIEDS    -    FOR    SALE 


1086  Int'l  Harvester  in  working  condition  - 
$5,000.  Call  Joel  Luke  at  (337)  836-9449  or 
(504)  397-0863. 

3-row  Prime  Cane  Plow,  excellent  condition 
with  fenders  and  back  sweep  -  $6,500;  4-row 
Thompson  Folding  Layby  Cultivator  - 

$5,000.  Call  Ross  at  (31 8)  279-2326  or  (31 8) 
452-4231. 

Direct  Haul  Side  Dump  Billett  Wagons,  12- 

1 5  ton,  Davis  axles  1 6  ply  -  $1 3,000  -  20,000/ 
set.  Call  Ronald  Gonsoulin  at  (337)  365-1 674 
(night)  or  (337)  364-4615  (day). 

1988  Broussard  Model  223  Two  Row 
Harvester  cab  &  air  extended  front  end, 
extended  piling  gate  JD  power.  Excellent 
condition.  Call  Sidney  Andras  (985)  446-1129 
day  or  night. 

3  Whole  Stalk  Trailers  with  Quick  Hitches, 
extra  hubs  and  wheels;  2  Air  Conditioner 
units  for  Tractor,  Loader  or  Harvester  Cabs. 
Complete  running  gear  for  1 4  foot  Baturing 
Woods  Shredder;  Lilliston  Hoes;  Butane 
Tank  and  Cane  Burner.  Call  Russell  Judice 
at  (337)  394-  4727. 

(2)  4ft.  Automatic  Cane  Planters  with 
Louviere  valve  equipped  $1 ,700  per  planter; 
Large  Bayou  Service  Planters  Aid  -  3  yrs 
old  $3,200;  Thompson  3-row  Cultivator  with 
off  bar  $300;  Homemade  V-plow  with  cylinder 
$200;  1990  Model  2-Row  Broussard 
Harvester  -  $30,000;  1986  Model  SP  1800 
4WD  Cameco  Cane  Loader  -  $27,000; 
Lincoln  Gas  Welding  Machine  on  trailer  with 
new  engine  and  armature  -  $1,700;  45  ft. 
Float  Trailer  with  new  24.5  tires  -  $2,500; 
Cane  Transloader  Grab  for  John  Deere 
Excavator  -  $500;  (6)  Wholestalk  Cane 
Transloader  Wagons  with  Davis  running  gear 
$500  per  wagon;  (4)  Wholestalk  Cane 
Trailers  for  trucks  -  make  offer.  Call  Troy 
Canella  at  (225)  687-1608. 

1997  Cameco  10  ton  High  Dump  Billet 
Wagon  -  $20,000;  JD  200  LC  Excavator 

(1800  hours)  with  hydraulic  thumb,  quick 
coupler,  digging  bucket,  clean-out  bucket,  & 
V-bucket  -  $130,000;  1999  Shop  Made  3- 
row  3-point  hitch  Fertilizer  Applicator  with 
500  gal.  tank,  hydraulic  pump,  &  coulter  knives 


-  $2,500.  From  family  operation.  Call  (225) 
627-4862  (leave  a  message)  or  (225)  627- 
9459  (evenings). 

•  1988  Int'l  Truck  -  $9,500;  Auto  Planter  - 
$3,500.  Call  Johnny  McCollum  at  (504)  446- 
0136. 

•  1996  2-row  LaCane  Tiger  Loader,  2,000 
hrs.,  excellent  condition  -  $53,000;  20  -  New 
16.9x28  R1W  tires  -  $325  each;  20  -  New 
16.9x30  R1W  tires  -  $425  each.  Call  (337) 
879-7932  (W)  leave  message. 

•  1983  Single-row  Broussard  Harvester, 

freshly  painted,  double  ends  &  scroll,  CAT 
3208  engine,  New  18-4-38  tires,  with  pulling 
wheel,  shredder  topper  -  $10,000;  JD  4840 
freshly  painted  with  new  trans  &  engine 
overhauled  in  '97  -  $12,000;  3-row  Bottom 
Trip  Plow  Int'l,  freshly  painted,  heavy  duty 
and  gauge  wheels  -  $3,000;  Int'l  3-row 
Chopper  -  $650.  Call  Damian  Pierre  at  (337) 
229-6932. 

•  Family  Farm  equipment:  4  sets  Direct  Haul 
Chain  Net  Wagons,  13.6  x  24  grader  tires. 
Call  (337)  365-5036  night  or  day  or  (337)  373- 
7791  and  ask  for  Thomas. 

•  1992  Cameco  S-30  Single-row  Harvester, 

cab  &  air  with  extended  gate  and  front  end  to 
accommodate  4-rows  in  one,  gathering  arms 
have  been  extended.  Front  wheel  pull. 
Excellent  Condition  -  $42,000.  Call  (337)  276- 
4547  office,  (337)  276-4778  home,  or  (337) 
276-7070  shop. 

•  Ingersol  Dresser  Model  14  well  head  - 
$11,000;  Thomson  3-row  Cultivator  w/off 
bars  -  $2,250;  ;  Shop  Made  Land  Leveler  - 
$800;  Shop  Made  Spray  Rig  Boomer  -  $450; 
Huval  Ditcher  -  $500.  Call  Gary  Lavergne 
@  (337)  945-7988  mobile  or  (337)  942-5370 
home. 

•  1993  Cameco  CHT  2500  Chopper 
Harvester  Call  David  Jarreau  at  (225)  937- 
0846  (day)  or  (225)  627-9577  (evenings). 

WANTED:  10  ton  Hi  Dump  Wagons  30"  tires, 
rocking  tandem.  Call  Ronald  Gonsoulin  at  (337) 
365-1674  (night)  or  (337)  364-4615  (day). 
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COMMERCIAL  MEMBERS  OF  THE 

AMERICAN  SUGAR  CANE  LEAGUE  OF  THE  U.S.A.,  INC. 


The  Bank  of  Commerce 

P.  O.  Box  517,  White  Castle,  LA  70788 

BASF  (formerly  American  Cyanamid) 

P.  O.  Box  10955,  New  Iberia,  LA  70562 

Bayer  Corporation 

300  Legacy  Dr.,  Pineville,  LA  71360 

Broussard,  Bush  &  Hurst,  Inc. 

11764  Haymarket  Dr.,  Baton  Rouge,  LA  70816 

Broussard  Cane  Equipment,  LLC 

P.  O.  Box  2869,  Parks,  LA  70582 

CAMECO  Industries,  Inc. 

P.  O.  Box  968,  Thibodaux,  LA  70302 

Cane  Equipment  Cooperative,  Inc. 

25265  Hwy.  1  South,  Plaquemine,  LA  70764 

Case  IH 

441  E.  Magnolia  St.,  Eunice,  LA  70535 

Coastal  Sugar  Producers  Co-op  Association 

P.  O.  Box  1509,  Winnie,  TX  77665 

CoBank 

Jackson  Region,  P.O.  Box  99 
Madison,  MS  39110 

Cost  Management  Services,  Inc. 

A  Member  Company  of  Huval  Insurance  Group 
P.  O.  Box  80978,  Lafayette,  LA  70598-0978 

The  Cottonport  Bank 

P.  O.  Box  367,  Cottonport,  LA  71327 

Dravo  Lime  Company 

Pelican  State  Division 

12797  Scenic  Highway,  Baton  Rouge,  LA  70807 

Duplantier,  Hrapmann,  Hogan  &  Maher 

Certified  Public  Accountants 

1340  Poydras  St.,  Suite  2000,  New  Orleans,  LA  70112 

Dupont  Ag  Products 

458  McCown  Rd.,  Welsh,  LA  70591 

Estes  Refractory 

P.  O.  Box  94,  leanerette,  LA  70544 

First  South  ACA 

P.  O.  Box  667,  Thiboduax,  LA  70302 
P.  O.  Box  10908,  New  Iberia,  LA  70562 

Gulf  Engineers  &  Consultants,  Inc. 

9357  Interline  Ave.,  Baton  Rouge,  LA  70809 

Helena  Chemical  Company 

P.  O.  Box  1123,  Thibodaux,  LA  70301 
P.  O.  Box  484,  Crowley,  LA  70527 

Hibernia  National  Bank 

P.  O.  Box  3597,  Baton  Rouge,  LA  70821 
P.  O.  Box  819,  Thibodaux,  LA  70302 


Louisiana  Commerce  &  Trade  Assn. 

(Specializing  in  Workman's  Comp  and  other  Commercial  Insurance) 
1010  Florida  Blvd.,  Baton  Rouge,  LA  70802 

Louisiana  Federal  Land  Bank  Association 

P.  O.  Box  432,  Opelousas,  LA  70571 
P.  O.  Box  1208,  Port  Allen,  LA  70767 

Material  Resources,  Inc. 

P.  O.  Box  1183,  Port  Allen,  LA  70767 

Monsanto 

204  Cresthill,  Youngsville,  LA  70592 

M  &  L  Industries 

1210  St.  Charles  St.,  Houma,  LA  70360 
3811  Hwy.  90  East,  Broussard,  LA  70518 
5810  Airline  Hwy,  Baton  Rouge,  LA  70805 

M.J.  Naquin,  Inc. 

205  Arms  St.,  Thibodaux,  LA  70301 

Nadler,  Inc. 

P.  O.  Box  359,  Plaquemine,  LA  70765 

Ouachita  Fertilizer 

3714  Old  Spanish  Trail  E.,  New  Iberia,  LA  70560 

Plaquemine  Bank  &  Trust 

P.  O.  Box  626,  Plaquemine,  LA  70765-0626 

Quality  Industries 

118  W.  Main,  P.  O.  Box  406,  Thibodaux,  LA  70302 

Regions  Bank 

P.  O.  Box  11240,  New  Iberia,  LA  70562-1240 
P.  O.  Box  587,  Franklin,  LA  70538 

Rohm  &  Haas 

503  S.  Michot  Dr.,  Lafayette,  LA  70508 

Southern  Agribusiness  Associates 

120  Southpointe  Dr.,  Suite  B,  Jackson,  MS  39212 

Spectra-Physics  Laserplane 

703  Fragala,  Rayville,  LA  71269 

3-D  Chemical,  Inc. 

P.  O.  Box  607,  St.  Martinville,  LA  70582 

Viking  Trailers 

803  W.  Seale  St.,  Nacagdoches,  TX  75964 

Voorhies  Supply  Co.,  Inc. 

P.  O.  Box  12950,  New  Iberia,  LA  70562 

Washington  State  Bank 

P.  O.  Box  128,  Washington,  LA  70589 

Westway  Trading  Corp. 

365  Canal  St.,  Suite  2200,  New  Orleans,  LA  70130 

Whitney  National  Bank 

228  St.  Charles  Ave.,  New  Orleans,  LA  70130 
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GENERAL  MANAGER  POSITION 

A  Million  Ton  per  year  Sugarcane  Factory 
is  Accepting  Resumes  for  the  position  of 
General  Manager  who  will  be  retiring. 

Send  Resumes  to: 


President 

6 142 -A  Resweber  Hwy. 

St.  Martinville,  LA  70582 


Advantages  of 

New  Roundup  Ultra  Max 

on  Fallow  Ground 


"I  started  using  Roundup  over  12  years  ago  on  ditchbanks  for  vasey  grass  control.  In  1997, 
we  took  over  a  plantation  that  was  infested  with  johnsongrass.  By  using  Roundup  2-3  times 
per  year  on  fallow  ground,  keeping  ditches  and  headlands  sprayed  with  Roundup,  we  finally 
got  this  plantation  about  95%  free  of  johnsongrass." 

— Troy  Thibodeaux,  Thibodeaux  Bros.  Inc. 
Labadieville,  LA 


♦  A  1-hour  Rainfast  warranty  only  with  new  Roundup  Ultra  Max™ 

♦  Can  help  save  you  money!!!  especially  with  rising  cost  of  fuel, 
labor,  and  equipment  cost. 

♦  Will  give  your  plant  cane  the  cleanest  start  possible  from 
unwanted  weeds  vs.  tillage  alone. 

♦  Can  help  preserve  moisture  in  the  soil  over  tillage  alone. 

♦  May  allow  for  an  earlier  planting  over  tillage  because  ground  will 
dry  faster. 

♦  A  great  sugarcane  BMP  (Best  Management  Practice).   Less  tillage 
means  less  erosion. 


Roundup  Ultra  Max™  is  a  registered  Trademark  of  Monsanto. 


LP  ECCNL  WITH  THE  LEAGUE 


By  Charlie  fiAe\ar\cor\ 


Keeping  You  Informed 


Last  month,  in  case  you  didn't  get  the 
opportunity  to  read  it,  I  published  the 
testimony  given  on  the  industry's  behalf 
before  the  House  Ag  Committee.  Today  (May 
15th),  I  visited  with  John  Robert,  a  grower 
member  from  Ascension  Parish  at  a  wake  and  he 
thanked  me  for  providing  this  in-depth  material. 
I  felt,  as  I  have  since  coming  to  the  League,  that 
it  is  important  to  attempt  to  keep  the 
membership  informed.  In  spite  of  it's  length,  I 
felt  it  was  important  to  put  this  information 
before  you,  as  quite  often  rumors  abound  as  to 
what  your  League,  the  leadership  of  the  League, 
or  the  entire  industry  might  be  thinking,  doing  or 
saying.  In  fact,  some  of  the  rumors  that  I've 
recently  been  called  on  to  qualify  have  had  no 
basis  in  fact,  whatsoever.  So,  again,  I  invite  any 
and  all  members,  at  anytime,  to  call  me  if  you 
|  have  any  questions  on  any  subject.  Sometimes  I 
have  had  members  who  may  not  have 
particularly  agreed  with  the  answers  to  the 
questions  or  an  industry  position,  but  those 
individuals  did,  in  fact,  get  a  truthful  answer 
with  no  run  around.  And,  many  times  comments 
and  suggestions  offered  by  concerned  members 
have  given  us  a  better  insight  or  another 
viewpoint  that  we  hadn't  yet  considered.  So, 
please  know  that  there  are  no  "stupid"  questions 
or  suggestion.  We  may  not  use  them  all,  but,  we 
really  do  care  to  hear  your  thoughts. 

But,  the  main  point  of  this  part  of  the  article 
is  to  say  thanks  for  the  "good  work"  done  by 
Jack  Roney  and  the  ASA  staff  in  Washington  in 
putting  this  extensive  compilation  together.  As 


I  noted  to  Jack  last  month,  "I  appreciate  the 
work  that  you  did  and  the  conciseness  in 
addressing  all  of  the  issues  our  industry  faces." 
On  any  given  day  it  is  some  times  difficult 
negotiating  all  of  the  issues  faced  by  the  industry 
in  this  state,  so  I  truly  appreciate  the  job  that  he 
did  for  an  entire  industry  that  stretches  across 
this  vast  and  magnificent  country  and  made  up 
of  cane  and  beet  growers  and  processors. 
Thanks  Jack!  "You  done  good,  buddy!" 

Since  last  month,  I  can't  say  that  things  have 
slowed  down  much.  The  League's  leadership 
has  been  active  in  meeting,  both  by  phone  and 
personally,  to  discuss  the  ongoing  issues  and 
give  Charles  Thibaut  and  I  the  benefit  of  their 
collective  thoughts.  Charles  and  I  feel 
comfortable  in  thinking  that  we  know  this 
industry  well,  but  have  always  felt  the  need  for 
counsel  with  others  to  assure  that  we  are  making 
the  best  decisions  possible  on  the  entire 
industry's  behalf.  So,  to  your  League's 
leadership,  I  would  like  to  say  thanks.  The 
people  that  have  served  in  your  organizations 
leadership,  since  my  arrival  eight  years  ago, 
have  been  exemplary  and  dedicated  to  doing 
what  is  in  the  best  interest  for  Louisiana,  and  for 
the  entire  sugar  community. 

To  all  of  these  guys  I  would  like  to  say 
thanks  for  your  unselfish  dedication  to  this 
industry  and  your  availability  when  needed.  I 
don't  think  most  of  the  members  realize  how 
much  of  your  time  you  all  have  given 
throughout  my  tenure  as  General  Manager. 
Thanks  guys! 


PIK  (Payment  in  Kmd) 

As  I  think  most  of  you  are  aware,  the  USDA 
activated  a  PIK  program  last  year  to  help 
remove  sugar  from  the  CCC's  inventory.  The 
program  was  somewhat  successful  in  that  it 
removed  approximately  300,000  tons  of  sugar, 
all  of  which  was  beet  sugar.  The  timing  and 
need  for  the  program,  at  the  time,  did  not  allow 
the  USDA  ample  opportunity  to  develop  a 
program  that  would  work  for  both  beet  and 
cane.  A  lot  of  that  had  to  do  with  the  fact  that 
we  do  not  produce  an  annual  crop.  Also,  at  that 
time,  both  Charles  Thibaut  and  I  suggested  to 
the  beet  community  and  the  USDA  that  if  there 
were  ever  to  be  another  PIK  imposed,  it  would 
be  necessary  to  have  it  available  to  both  beet  and 
cane  sugar  producers,  and/or  processors.  Well, 
there  is  again  a  movement  on  to  impose  another 
PIK.  But,  to  date,  no  rules,  regulations,  or  other 
mechanisms  have  been  designed  to  afford  cane 
sugar  farmers  and/or  processors  the  opportunity 
to  PIK  out  sugar  and  help  deplete  the  CCC 
holdings. 


Louisiana's  position  has,  and  still  remains, 
that  we  can  and  will  support  a  PIK;  but,  it  must 
be  a  PIK  that  both  sectors  of  the  industry  have 
the  availability  and  opportunity  to  participate. 
No  more,  no  less!  We,  as  our  beet  brethren, 
wish  to  help  the  government  reduce  its  holdings 
of  sugar.  We,  as  an  industry,  haven't,  nor  do  we 
wish  to  be  burdensome  on  the  American 
taxpayers  or  our  government.  Some  in  our 
industry  expressed  an  interest  in  having  rules 
promulgated  that  would  allow  for  the  cane 
sector  to  be  included  to  participate  in  the  last 
PIK,  and  we  wish  for  the  USDA  to  know  that 
we  wish  for  the  program  to  be  configured  to 
allow  "all"  sugar  producers  and  processors  to 
participate  in  any  future  PIKs.  To  that  end  we 
will  continue  to  work.  It  only  makes  good, 
common  sense  that  more  sugar  might  be 
removed  from  the  warehouses  if  every  sector  of 
the  industry  might  be  allowed  to  participate.  I 
realize  the  "cap"  on  dollars  bid  is  limited,  but 
every  little  bit  helps.  It  is  our  hope  that  USDA 
will  understand  our  feelings,  recognize  our 
position  on  this  issue,  and  respond  accordingly. 
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Hib^fnia  offers  an  easier  way  to  grow. 


The  Bank  For  Business 
Is  The  Bank  For  Leasing. 


For  years,  Hibernia  has  been  working  hard 

to  meet  the  needs  of  businesses. 

We've  taken  that  commitment  further  by  adding 

equipment  leasing  to  our  long  roster  of  business  services. 

Leasing  enables  you  to: 

Leave  lines  of  credit  free  for  other  needs. 

Free  up  capital  for  investment. 

Hedge  against  inflation. 

Gain  tax  advantages. 

Finance  100%  of  the  purchase  price  of  your  equipment.  * 

Hibernia's  capital  and  operating  lease  programs 

are  flexible  like  our  annual  payment  lease. 

We  can  arrange  a  program  to  meet  the  special  needs 

of  your  business.  Best  of  all,  we're  offering  our  leasing  services 

through  the  business  bankers  you've  come  to  know  and  trust. 

To  learn  more  about  our  equipment  leasing  programs 

and  what  they  can  do  for  your  business, 

call  the  Commercial  Equipment  Leasing  Department  toll  free  at: 

800-562-9007,  extension  3-2864 


HIBERNIA 

Where  service  matters™ 

*Normal  credit  qualifications  apply. 
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WASHINGTON  UPDATE 


By  Don  Wallace 


ASA  Testifies  on  Farm  Bill 


As  discussed  in  last  month's  edition,  Ray 
VanDriessche,  a  beet  grower  from 
Michigan,  and  current  President  of  the 
American  Sugarbeet  Growers  Association, 
recently  led  a  group  of  five  sugar  industry 
representatives  in  testimony  before  the  House 
Agriculture  Committee,  in  preparation  for  the 
drafting  of  the  next  farm  bill.  Following 
presentation  of  the  testimony,  members  of  the 
Committee  questioned  Mr.  VanDriessche  and 
four  of  his  industry  colleagues  on  several  issues, 
most  notably  about  a  proposal  to  renew 
marketing  allotments.  Members  queried  about 
the  impact  of  trade-oriented  problems,  including 
NAFTA  and  stuffed  molasses  imports,  on  a 
marketing  allotment  system,  and  also  explored 
the  effect  that  a  hemispheric  pact  would  have  on 
sugar  policy. 

In  his  opening  statement,  Chairman  Larry 
Combest  pointed  out  that  the  industry's 
testimony  would  be  used  to  help  shape  a  bill 
that,  ideally,  would  be  reported  out  of 
Committee  by  the  end  of  the  summer.  With 
Congress  scheduled  to  recess  during  August,  as 
they  do  every  year,  it  is  expected  that  the 
Committee  will  push  for  a  bill  by  the  end  of 
July. 

Theriot  Testifies  On  Hemispheric  Trade 

The  League's  own  Jackie  Theriot  will 
appear  before  the  House  Agriculture  Committee 
on  May  23,  joining  Jack  Roney  of  the  ASA,  to 
offer  thoughts  on  prospects  of  a  proposed  Free 
Trade  Area  of  the  Americas.  Jack  Roney  is  the 
Director  of  Economics  and  Policy  Analysis. 

Talk  of  a  hemispheric   trade  zone  has 


increased  during  the  Bush  Administration, 
particularly  since  the  Summit  of  the  Americas 
convened  in  early  April.  If  realized,  a  free  trade 
area  encompassing  the  entire  hemisphere  would 
represent  the  largest  such  free  trade  zone  in  the 
world. 

Headlining  the  May  23  hearing  will  be 
Secretary  of  Agriculture  Ann  Veneman  and  U.S. 
Trade  Representative  Bob  Zoellick. 

U.S.  Announces  Mexican  Shipping  Patterns 
for  Rest  of  Year 

The  U.S.  Department  of  Agriculture 
(USDA)  has  announced  shipping  patterns  for 
Mexican  sugar  for  the  remainder  of  the  current 
fiscal  year,  fulfilling  the  United  States 's  access 
obligations  to  Mexico  under  the  sugar  side  letter 
to  NAFTA.  Prior  to  the  announcement,  Mexico 
had  received  duty-free  access  of  slightly  more 
than  1 0,000  tons,  far  less  than  the  approximately 
116,000  metric  tons,  raw  value,  they  were 
scheduled  to  be  allocated. 

According  to  the  announcement,  Mexico 
will  be  entitled  to  ship  up  to  70%  of  the 
outstanding  105,788  tons  before  June  30,  2001. 
The  remaining  30%,  plus  any  residual  quantity 
not  shipped  prior  to  June  30,  may  be  shipped 
during  the  last  quarter  of  the  fiscal  year,  which 
ends  of  September  30,  2001. 

WASDE  Projects  Slightly  Lower  Production 
in  2001/02 

The  USDA  has  released  the  May  report  of 
the  World  Agricultural  Supply  and  Demand 
Estimates  (WASDE),  forecasting  lower  total 
production  for  next  year.   Estimates  of  current 


year  production  and  consumption  are  mostly 
unchanged. 

Total  domestic  production  for  2001/02 
should  reach  8.435  million  shori  i^ns,  raw  value. 
Beet  production  should  fall  by  3.8%  to  4.25 
million  tons,  due  to  lower  yield  and  area.  The 
processing  facility  in  Washington  state  is  not 
scheduled  to  operate. 

Cane  output  will  rise  by  2.6%  to  4.185 
million  tons,  due  to  projections  of  area 
harvested,  trend  yields,  and  sugar  recovery  rates. 
Non-quota  imports  should  be  390,000  tons, 
including  25,000  tons  of  second- tier  imports 
from  Mexico  and  100,000  tons  of  sugar  syrups 
such  as  stuffed  molasses.  Domestic  deliveries 
should  be  up  about  0.9  %  to  10.440  million  tons. 

For  the  current  year,  cane  production  is  up 
9,000  u  ,  reflecting  higher  output  in  Florida 
and  Texas.  Imports  under  the  tariff-rate  quota 
are  lowered  by  30,000  tons,  due  to  higher 
shortfalls.  Estimated  imports  of  sugar  syrups 
such  as  stuffed  molasses  are  down  for  the 


current  year  by  25,000  tons. 


Washington  Bans  MTBE 

The  state  of  Washington  recently  became 
the  eleventh  state  to  ban  the  fuel  additive, 
methyl  tertiary-butyl  ether  (MTBE),  the 
Renewable  Fuels  Association  reported.  The 
prohibitions  of  MTBE  have  been  prompted  by 
growing  evidence  that  the  oxygenate  can 
contaminate  groundwater. 

MTBE  is  added  to  gasoline  as  an  oxygenate 
to  reduce  air  emissions,  in  compliance  with 
Clean  Air  Act  standards.  However,  it  can  leak 
into  groundwater  resulting  in  toxic  levels  of 
contamination  to  drinking  water  supplies.  As  an 
alternative,  ethanol  can  be  used  as  an  oxygenate, 
without  the  damaging  effects  to  water  sources. 

Other  states  already  banning  MTBE  are 
Arizona,  California,  Colorado,  Connecticut, 
Iowa,  Michigan,  Minnesota,  Nebraska,  New 
York,  and  South  Dakota. 
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One  bank. 

Seasons  change.  The  weather's  unpredictable.  Through  it  all,  there's  one  constant  on  which 
farmers,  both  large  and  small,  know  they  can  rely:  the  Land  Bank. 

For  more  than  80  years,  we've  been  rolling  up  our  sleeves  and  helping  farmers  just  like  you. 
We're  locally  owned  and  operated,  and  ready  to  lend  you  a  financial  hand.  Whether  you're 
looking  to  buy  more  land,  update  equipment,  or  even  refinance  existing  debt. 

For  a  financial  partner  who  works  as  hard  for  your  money  as  you  do,  call  the  folks  at  the  Land 
Bank.  We'll  help  your  business  grow. 
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Part  of  the  fabric  of  rural  life. 


FEDERAL  LAND  BANK  ASSOCIATION,  FLCA 

1-877-648-LAND 

Call  now  for  information,  or  to  apply  for  a  loan  to  buy,  build,  improve,  or  refinance.  f£> 
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IH  SUGAR 


Successful  cane  growing  is  all  about 
return-on-investment,  particularly 
with  capital-intensive  heavy  equipment. 
The  brand  which  delivers  the  best 
return  on  this  investment  is  the  brand 
that  delivers  lower  owning  and  operating 
costs,  a  longer  productive  life  and 
generates  higher  resale  value. 

The  brand  is  Case  IH  Austoft 
because  it  offers  a  range  of  integrated 
equipment  and  support  technologies  that 


improve  viability  today  and  sustainability 
for  tomorrow. 

A  broad  range  of  massively  powerful 
two-wheel  drive  and  four-wheel  drive 
tractors  and  the  efficient,  reliable  planting 
and  tillage  equipment  to  pull  behind  them. 
Unique  Austoft  harvesters,  packed  from 
front  to  back  with  innovative  features  that 
are  proven  in  every  aspect  of  their  role. 
Big  new  Powerhauls  and  Trailhauls  are 
integrated  to  maximize  harvest  productivity. 


CANE  SYSTEMS 


Austoft  is  the  original,  and  still  the  best, 
when  it  comes  to  cane  harvesting  systems. 

Excellent  service,  flexible  financing, 
broad  availability  of  genuine  parts,  and 
friendly,  professional  advise  from  your 
Case  IH  Austoft  dealer,  make  Case  IH 
Austoft  cane  systems  the  best  choice  for 
your  long-term  capital  investment  of 
agricultural  equipment. 
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PAPM  NOTES 


By  Dr.  Charley  Richard 


League  Contact  Committee  —  Utilities  And  Cane  Farming 

Dedicated  Research  Funding  Results  For  2001 

Field  Day  Schedule  —  American  Society  Of  Sugarcane  Technologists 


This  year  the  Contact  Committee  meeting 
of  the  American  Sugar  Cane  League  has 
been  scheduled  for  June  27  at  9:00am  at 
the  Howard  Johnson  Motor  Lodge  in  Thibodaux. 
The  theme  for  this  year's  meeting  will  center 
around  green  cane  harvesting.  While  this 
industry  still  has  the  right  to  burn  sugarcane,  the 
rate  at  which  the  public,  regulatory  agencies  and 
environmental  groups  are  attacking  us  is 
alarming.  Therefore,  it  would  be  wise  for  this 
industry  to  prepare  itself  for  the  inevitable  day 
when  the  privilege  of  burning  cane  is  lost.  It  is 
uncertain  whether  that  date  is  10  years  away  or 
tomorrow,  but  we  should  all  recognize  that  the 
industry  should  be  moving  in  the  direction  of 
less  burning  and  more  green  cane  harvest. 

The  Contact  Committee  meeting  will  focus 
on  what  are  the  main  issues  that  still  need  to  be 
addressed,  both  from  the  grower  and  factory 
viewpoints.  Obviously  this  brings  up  some  very 
touchy  issues  concerning  cane  deliveries,  cane 
payments  and  efficiency.  Some  of  these  topics 
can  be  addressed  legally  while  others  cannot. 
However,  a  straightforward  discussion  about 
your  survival  will  be  the  objective  of  the 
meeting.  Whether  you  are  the  smallest  of 
growers  or  the  largest  and  whether  you  are  a 
grower,  a  processor  or  both,  your  views  are 
important.  It  will  take  growers,  processors,  land 
owners  and  industry  service  personnel  working 
together  to  survive  this  round  of  attacks.  All  of 
these  groups  should  be  present  on  June  27  to 
participate  in  this  discussion.  A  lunch  will  be 
included  followed  by  the  monthly  meeting  of 
the  Board  of  Directors  of  the  American  Sugar 
Cane  League.    A  post  card  is  included  in  this 


month's  Sugar  Bulletin  to  reserve  a  luncheon 
meal  for  you.  Please  return  this  card  so  that 
an  accurate  prediction  of  attendance  can  be 
made. 

UTILITIES  AND  CANE  FARMING 

Sugarcane  farming  used  to  be  less 
complicated  than  it  is  now!  While  adding  to  the 
cost  of  doing  business,  new  rules  and  regulations 
have  forced  this  industry  of  600  plus  family 
farms  to  take  on  a  new  "big  business"  attitude. 
Growers  and  processors  have  to  be  on  constant 
guard  to  insure  that  all  regulations  and  practices 
are  being  adhered  to.  Sugarcane  burning  is  one 
of  those  practices  that  this  industry  used  to  take 
for  granted.  In  olden  days,  everyone  near  the 
farm  was  associated  with  the  farming  operation 
in  one  way  or  another.  Of  course  that  isn't  true 
today  and  growers  must  be  more  careful.  Last 
year,  a  burn  certification  program  was  initiated 
where  growers  and  their  employees  received 
class  room  instruction  on  techniques  associated 
with  proper  smoke  and  ash  management.  This  is 
a  dynamic  subject  and  as  we  learn  more  about 
cane  fires  and  smoke  management,  the 
information  will  be  made  available  to  the 
industry.  Last  year,  the  industry  concentrated  on 
reducing  the  impact  of  smoke  and  ash  on  the 
public.  One  issue  largely  overlooked  in  past 
years  was  the  proximity  to  public  utilities.  Gas 
and  electric  lines  are  scattered  over  and  under 
the  industry.  While  we  were  always  aware  of 
gas  pipelines,  burning  near  power  lines  was 
never  given  much  thought  when  heaps  of  cane 
were  being  burnt.  However,  with  the  standing 
pre-harvest  burns,  the  quantity  of  ash  and  smoke 
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that  rises  around  the  electrical  lines  is  much 
greater  than  before.  Utility  companies  have 
discussed  this  issue  with  industry  members  and 
growers  should  realize  the  impact  of  smoke  and 
ash  on  transmission  lines  that  run  across  their 
fields. 

Apparently,  heavy  smoke  concentrations 
which  contain  ash,  can  short  out  transmission 
lines  and  cause  power  outages  or  interruptions 
that  force  utility  grids  to  divert  electricity  to 
compensate  for  potential  outages.  While  this 
may  not  seem  serious  at  first  glance,  the  reality 
is  that  a  power  outage  to  a  major  industrial 
facility,  hospital,  nursing  home  or  other  public 
facility  can  be  of  great  economic  and  health 
concern.  Even  if  the  outage  itself  is  avoided  due 
to  the  grid  re-routing  electricity,  the  line  must 
first  be  inspected  before  the  power  can  be 
returned.  This  can  be  quite  expensive.  There 
have  been  several  instances  of  supposed  cane 
fires  which  caused  these  kinds  of  problems.  A 
power  outage  to  a  major  production  facility 
along  the  Mississippi  River  could  easily  involve 
hundreds  of  thousands  of  dollars  in  losses.  In 
meetings  with  representatives  of  utility 
companies,  we  have  assured  them  that  this 
industry  will  pay  more  attention  to  the  presence 
of  transmission  lines  and  take  some  precautions 
to  avoid  neglected  burns.  Growers  can  either 
harvest  green,  conduct  strip  burning,  back 
burning  or  wait  for  different  wind  conditions 
prior  to  igniting  fields  adjacent  to  transmission 
lines.  One  or  more  of  these  actions  may 
alleviate  the  problem,  although  even  that  is  not 
a  guarantee.  If  major  disruptions  in  electrical 
service  happen,  there  could  be  legal  action  taken 
and  utility  companies  would  have  little  choice 
other  than  to  take  action  against  growers  that 
were  responsible  for  the  outages.  This  industry 
should  avoid  this  at  all  cost  and  take  every 
precaution  against  having  heavy  smoke 
concentrations  under  transmission  lines. 

DEDICATED  RESEARCH  FUNDING 
RESULTS  FOR  2001 

The  Dedicated  Research  Funding 
Committee  has  completed  its  review  of  projects 
for  2001  and  at  the  March  and  April  meetings  of 


the  Board  of  Directors,  recommended  the 
following  projects  to  receive  funding.  The 
Board  approved  the  projects  which  will  be 
initiated  during  the  coming  year.  Progress  on 
these  projects  will  be  presented  next  year. 

The  projects  are  divided  into  four 
categories:  Crop  Improvement,  Crop  Production, 
Crop  Protection  and  Processing.  Each  category 
was  divided  into  a  number  of  sub-categories. 

Fourteen  proposals  requesting  $286,861  in 
the  Crop  Improvement  category  were  divided 
into  three  sub-categories.  All  fourteen  proposals 
received  at  least  partial  funding  at  a  total  level  of 
$228,561. 

In  the  Crop  Improvement/General  sub- 
category, four  proposals  were  funded  for 
$107,161.  These  were:  K.  Gravois— Base 
support  for  sugarcane  breeding  in  the  L  AES;  E. 
Richard-Request  for  supplemental  funding  in 
support  of  the  research  programs  of  the  USDA- 
ARS,  Sugarcane  Research  Unit,  Houma, 
Louisiana;  E.  Richard-Upgrade  and  support  for 
juice  quality  laboratory  at  the  Ardoyne  Farm; 
and,  H.  Viator— Breeding,  management  and 
nutrition  research  with  sugarcane  at  the  Iberia 
Research  Station. 

Seven  proposals  in  the  Crop 
Improvement/Breeding  sub-category  were 
funded  for  $70,450.  These  were:  E.  Dufrene— 
Meeting  the  challenges  of  increasing  sugar 
yields  through  variety  testing  and  specialty 
studies;  T.  Tew— Further  utilization  of 
germplasm  in  developing  high-yielding 
sugarcane  cultivars;  T.  Tew— Evaluation  of  high 
biomass  canes  for  the  production  of  value-added 
products;  W.  White— Developing  reference 
populations  for  marker  assisted  selection  studies 
for  economically  important  traits  of  sugarcane; 
J.  Miller-Methods  of  tassel  preservation  and  its 
effect  on  pollen  production;  J.  Miller— Need  for 
back  up  heat  in  the  Canal  Point  crossing  house; 
and,  J.  Miller—A  comparison  of  seed  set  from 
paired  crosses  with  airlayer  vs.  Hawaiian  weak 
acid  maintained  male  tassels. 

Three  proposals  in  the  Crop 
Improvement/Biotechnology  sub-category  were 
funded  for  $50,950.  These  were:  International 
Consortium  on  Sugarcane  Biotechnology  which 
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included  two  projects  funded  by  the  17  member 
group— A.  Paterson's  project  dealing  with  gene 
mapping  and  E.  Mirkov's  project  dealing  with 
gene  silencing;  Y.  Pan~A  molecular  breeding 
program  for  the  Louisiana  sugarcane  industry; 
and,  Y.  Pan—Developing  a  biotechnology 
program  for  the  Louisiana  sugarcane  industry. 

Nine  proposals  requesting  $132,492  in  the 
Crop  Production  category  were  divided  into 
three  sub-categories.  Four  of  these  proposals  in 
two  sub-categories  received  funding  at  a  total 
level  of  $47,800. 

Two  proposals  were  in  the  Crop 
Production/Agricultural  Economics  and 
Precision  Agriculture  sub-category  and  were 
funded  for  a  total  of  $39,700.  These  were:  C. 
Richard— Evaluating  variable  rate  technology 
and  its  implications  in  precision  agriculture;  and, 
M.  Salassi-Economic  analysis  of  sugarcane 
production  in  Louisiana. 

In  the  Crop  Production/Cultural  Practices 
and  Environmental  sub-category,  two  proposals 
totaling  $8,100  were  funded.  These  were:  C. 
Kennedy-Determining  sugarcane  yield  and 
quality  response  to  various  post-harvest  residue 
management  schemes;  and,  E.  Richard — 
Evaluation  of  cultural  practices  for  enhanced 
cane  and  sugar  yields. 

Eight  proposals  requesting  $149,295  in  the 
Crop  Protection  category  were  divided  into  three 
sub-categories.  All  eight  of  these  proposals 
received  at  least  partial  funding  for  a  total  level 
of$136,375. 

Two  proposals  received  funding  in  the  Crop 
Protection/Pathology  sub-category  for  a  total  of 
$38,950.  These  were:  M.  Grisham— Control  of 
ratoon  stunting  disease  through  breeding  for 
resistance  and  cultural  practices;  and,  J.  Hoy- 
Sugarcane  pathology  research. 

Four  proposals  received  funding  in  the  Crop 
Protection/Entomology  sub-category  for  a  total 
of  $46,800.  These  were:  T.  Reagan- 
Assessment  of  insect  pest  management  in  the 
Louisiana  sugarcane  industry;  T.  Reagan- 
Assistance  with  Mexican  rice  borer  monitoring 
and  varietal  resistance  assessment;  W.  White- 
Enhancing  Louisiana  sugarcane  borer  IPM 
through  resistant  varieties  and  introduction  of 


new  biological  control  agents;  and,  W.  White- 
Yellow  leaf  syndrome  transmission  studies  with 
the  sugarcane  aphid. 

Two  proposals  received  funding  in  the  Crop 
Protection/Weed  Control  sub-category  for  a  total 
of  $50,625.  These  were:  J.  Griffin-Weed 
control  research  in  sugarcane;  and,  E.  Richard- 
Developing  integrated  weed  management 
systems  for  efficient  sugarcane  production. 

Twenty- four  proposals  requesting  $501,600 
in  the  Processing  Category  were  divided  into 
three  sub-categories.  Fifteen  of  these  proposals 
in  two  categories  received  total  funding  of 
$167,500. 

In  the  Processing/Alternate  Products  sub- 
category, four  proposals  were  funded  for 
$15,500.  These  were:  A.  Hill-Extraction  of 
aconitic  acid  with  a  tertiary  amine  solvent;  J. 
Losso-Physiologically  active  resveratrol  from 
sugar  cane  muds;  H.  Njapau-Bioactive 
compounds  from  sugar  cane  molasses  and  filter 
mud;  and,  T.  Walker— Bioconversion  of 
sugarcane  byproducts  to  higher-value  products. 

In  the  Processing/Factory  Processes  and 
Losses  sub  category,  eleven  proposals  were 
funded  for  $152,000.  These  were:  L.  Andrews- 
Degradation  of  indigenous  sugarcane 
polysaccharide  in  juice  streams  for  process 
improvement;  L.  Andrews— Rapid  screening 
analysis  for  starch  in  cane  juice;  D.  Day— 
Biocide  usage  in  the  sugar  factory;  G. 
Eggleston-Assessment  and  improvement  of 
sucrose  losses  across  evaporators  in  Louisiana; 
D.  Day— Organic  acids  and  corrosion  in  the 
sugar  mill;  M.  Saska— Effect  of  clarification 
conditions  on  the  acidity  of  evaporator 
condensate  and  propensity  of  the  clarified  juice 
for  evaporator  scaling;  W.  Kampen-Falling  film 
plate  evaporator;  W.  Kampen— Evaporator  scale 
removal;  P.  Rein— NIR  measurements  for  cane 
analysis  and  factory  control  in  the  Louisiana 
industry;  H.  Birkett-Sugar  factory  equipment 
evaluation;  and  P.  Rein— Application  of 
instrumentation  and  automation  in  the  Louisiana 
sugar  industry. 

Among  the  four  categories,  there  were  55 
proposals  made  to  the  committee  requesting 
$1,070,248.      After   careful   review,    the   41 
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proposals  listed  above  which  total  $580,236 
were  recommended  to  the  League's  Board  of 
Directors  for  approval. 

A  special  thanks  to  the  committee  members 
who  met  numerous  times,  reviewed  hundreds  of 
pages  of  research  proposals,  listened  to  hours 
and  hours  of  scientific  pleas  for  funding,  and 
then  discussed  the  projects  in  detail  to  determine 
the  projects  of  highest  priority.  The  committee 
is  chaired  by  Roddy  Hulett  and  has  four  grower 
members  and  four  processor  members.  They 
were  Bryan  Harang,  Jesse  Breaux,  Mike 
Robichaux,  Daniel  Naquin,  Ronald  Guillot, 
Tony  Parris,  Duane  Legendre,  and  Chip  Savoie. 
The  industry  is  indebted  to  these  individuals  for 
spending  the  time  necessary  to  make  these 
important  decisions  with  regard  to  funding  of 
individual  research  projects. 

FIELD  DAY  SCHEDULE 

The  Louisiana  Cooperative  Extension 
Service,  under  the  leadership  of  Sugarcane 
Specialist  Dr.  Ben  Legendre,  has  released  the 
calendar  of  field  day  events  for  the  summer 
months.  These  are  as  follows: 

May  25  -  9:00  AM,  St.  James/Ascension 
Parish  Sugarcane  Field  Day,  Welcome 
Plantation,  Welcome,  LA 

June  29  -  9:00  AM,  Terrebonne  Parish  Area 
Sugarcane  Field  Day,  USDA-ARS,  Ardoyne 
Farm,  Chacahoula,  LA 

July  18  -  9:00  AM,  LSU  Area  Sugarcane 
Field  Day  (Iberville,  Pointe  Coupee,  St. 
Charles/St.  John,  West  Baton  Rouge),  St. 
Gabriel  Research  Station,  St.  Gabriel,  LA 

July  19  -  8:30  AM,  Lafourche  Parish 
Sugarcane  Field  Day,  American  Legion  Home, 
Raceland,  LA 

July  24  -  2:00  PM,  Assumption  Parish 
Sugarcane  Tour  and  Field  Day,  American 
Legion  Hall,  Labadieville,  LA 

July  25  -  4:00  PM,  St.  Mary  Parish 
Sugarcane  Field  Day,  American  Legion  Hall, 
Franklin,  LA 

July  26-4:30  PM,  Iberia  Parish  Sugarcane 
Field  Day,  Iberia  Research  Station,  Jeanerette, 
LA 

July  27   -   2:00  PM,   St.   Martin  Parish 


Sugarcane  Field  Day,  Levert-St.  John,  St. 
Martinville,  LA 

August  1  -  3:00  PM,  Vermilion  Parish 
Sugarcane  Summer  School,  Charles  Guidry 
Farm,  Erath,  LA 

August  3  -  3:00  PM,  Avoyelles  Parish 
Sugarcane  Field  Day,  Masonic  Hall,  Bunkie,  LA 

Growers  are  reminded  that  attending  the 
field  day  in  your  own  parish  is  an  opportunity  to 
hear  the  latest  in  recommendations  that  can 
assist  you  in  becoming  as  efficient  as  possible. 
It  is  also  an  opportunity  to  see  the  highest 
yielding  growers  in  your  own  parish  and  learn 
more  about  the  practices  that  lead  to  their 
success. 

Growers  should  also  note  that  there  are 
three  field  days  held  on  experiment  station 
properties.  These  are  the  Terrebonne  Parish 
Field  Day  held  on  the  USDA  Ardoyne  farm  in 
Chacahoula  on  June  29,  the  LSU  Area 
Sugarcane  Field  Day  held  at  St.  Gabriel  on  July 
18,  and  the  Iberia  Parish  Field  Day  held  at  the 
Iberia  Research  Station  in  Jeanerette  on  July  26. 
At  all  of  these  events,  growers  have  the 
opportunity  to  meet  with  many  more  scientists 
and  inspect  some  of  the  research  being 
conducted  on  their  behalf. 

AMERICAN  SOCIETY  OF  SUGARCANE 
TECHNOLOGISTS 

The  3 1 st  Annual  Joint  Meeting  of  the  Florida 
and  Louisiana  Divisions,  American  Society  of 
Sugar  Cane  Technologists  will  be  held  at  the 
Marriott  Hotel  in  New  Orleans,  LA  June  13 
through  15,  2001.  This  is  the  technical  arm  of 
the  industry  and  provides  growers  and 
processors  with  an  opportunity  to  hear  from 
researchers  and  visit  with  suppliers  to  the 
industry.  The  meeting  alternates  between  sites 
hosted  by  the  Louisiana  and  Florida  groups  and 
is  oftentimes  in  western  Florida  when  the 
Louisiana  group  hosts  the  meeting.  However,  it 
was  decided  to  have  the  meeting  in  New  Orleans 
this  year  and  industry  members  are  encouraged 
to  attend  and  hear  the  latest  in  research  results. 
For  additional  information  call  Dr.  Denver 
Loupe  at  LSU,  phone  225/388-6930  or  check 
out  the  web  site  at  www.assct.org. 
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THE  BATON  CCLGE  LINE 


By  Tom  Spradley 
Spradley  &  Spradley 


A  Brief  Overview 


As  we  enter  the  last  few  weeks  of  the 
Legislative  Session,  bills  effecting  the 
sugar  industry  seem  to  be  in  fairly  good 
shape.  This  is  good  news,  seeing  as  how  we 
began  the  session  facing  several  onerous  bills 
relating  to  several  different  matters. 

Following  is  a  brief  overview  of  a  couple  of 
those  issues. 

Sugar  Haulers  —  The  bad  bills  affecting 
sugarcane  haulers  cover  a  broad  spectrum, 
ranging  from  traffic  hazards  resulting  from  mud 
and  dirt  on  the  highways  to  weight  limits.  All  of 
these  bills  never  passed  out  of  committee,  and 
are  essentially  dead  for  the  session. 

A  positive  effort  in  regards  to  this  issue  is 
that  of  Representative  Francis  Thompson  and 
Senator  Mike  Smith.  They  have  filed  a 
concurrent  resolution  on  behalf  of  the  league 
that  "urges  and  requests  the  State  Police  weights 
and  standards  mobile  police  force  and  the 
Department  of  Agriculture  to  work  together  to 


increase  the  enforcement  of  weights  and  limits 
imposed  on  sugarcane  haulers  using  state 
roadways."  The  resolution  requests  that  the 
State  Police  expand  the  hours  and  days  of 
enforcement  and  submit  a  report  in  conjunction 
with  the  Department  of  Agriculture  to  the 
Legislature  regarding  any  recommendations  for 
legislation. 

Groundwater  Management  —  Senator  Hoyt 
and  Representative  Daniel  have  authored 
"water"  bills  that  establishes  a  task  force  that 
will  hold  hearings  and  receive  input  from  all 
concerned  citizens.  Said  task  force  will  be 
responsible  for  submitting  recommendations  for 
legislation  to  be  enacted  during  the  Legislative 
Session  in  2003.  Hoyt's  bill  will  allow 
everyone,  including  agriculture,  to  participate  in 
the  process  with  the  objective  of  developing 
legislation  that  is  workable  and  based  on  sound 
science.  The  League  will  have  a  seat  on  this 
Task  Force. 


Third  Annual  Sweet  Sticks  Golf  Social 

June  18,  2001 

island  Country  Club  Golf  Course 

Plaquemine,  LA 

for  more  information  contact: 
Dean  Martin  at  (985)  446-9450 
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ENVIRONMENTAL  PERSPECTIVE 


By  James  F.  Coerver,  P.E. 
G.E.C.,  Inc. 


The  Supreme  Court  Rules 


In  the  March  2001  issue  of  The  Sugar 
Bulletin,  this  column  advised  keeping  an  eye 
out  for  an  expected  Supreme  Court  ruling  on 
a  case  involving  a  challenge  of  EPA's 
rulemaking  authority.  That  ruling  actually  came 
out  before  the  March  issue  hit  mailboxes,  and  it 
was  indeed  newsworthy.  In  a  unanimous 
verdict,  the  Supreme  Court  held  that  EPA  may 
not  consider  cost  consequences  in  setting  a 
National  Ambient  Air  Quality  Standards 
(NAAQS)  to  protect  public  health  and  safety. 
The  crystal  clear  implication  of  the  ruling  is  that 
Congress,  through  the  wording  in  the  Clean  Air 
Act,  obviated  considering  cost  consequences. 
Said  another  way,  EPA  can  set  a  NAAQS  that  is 
intended  to  protect  public  health  at  any  level  it 
pleases  even  if  associated  costs  far  outweigh  real 
or  imagined  health  benefits,  and  even  if  those 
costs  are  so  great  as  to  threaten  national 
economic  distress. 

As  a  result  of  the  recent  Supreme  Court 
ruling,  the  recently  proposed  PM2  5  standard 
now  replaces  a  PM10  standard  even  though  there 
is  no  evidence  that  such  a  standard  is  achievable 
and  no  credible  evidence  of  measurable  health 
benefits  if  such  a  standard  is  achieved.  Also,  in 
the  current  economic  slowdown,  it  is  doubtful 
that  sufficient  funds  can  be  made  available  to 
State  and  local  agencies  to  cover  the  enormous 
cost  of  measuring  PM10  in  the  ambient  air  in 
order  to  actually  enforce  the  standard.  The 
Supreme  Court  did,  however,  order  that  the 
proposed  new  NAAQS  for  photochemical 
oxidants  be  redrafted  or  canceled,  not  because  of 
unproven  health  benefits  or  exorbitant  costs  but 


because    of  EPA's   "unreasonable"   plan   for 
implementing  that  standard. 

Many  or  most  people  agree  that 
environmental  standards  should  be  set  where 
they  protect  public  health  and  safety. 
Unfortunately,  environmental  pollutants  in  the 
environment  come  from  nature  as  well  as  human 
activities,  and  standards  for  pollutants  set  at  or 
near  "zero,  as  most  environmentalists  demand, 
are  ridiculous  as  well  as  impossible  to  attain. 
Congress  may  have  expected  that  EPA  would 
set  NAAQS  at  a  level  so  as  to  provide  a  practical 
and  achievable  level  of  health  protection,  but  did 
it  really  intend  for  cost  consequences  to  be 
ignored  as  the  Supreme  Court  says? 

The  Supreme  Court/NAAQS  ruling  is  an 
interesting  contrast  to  the  current  flap  over  the 
Bush  Administration's  delay  of  the  Clinton 
Administration's  last  minute  promulgation  of  a 
greatly  reduced  standard  for  arsenic 
concentration  in  drinking  water.  The  Safe 
Drinking  Water  Act  specifically  requires  that 
costs  and  benefits  be  considered  in  establishing 
drinking  water  standards,  but  the  Bush 
Administration  is  now  taking  heat  for  doing  that 
whereas  the  Clinton  Administration  did  not. 
The  present  arsenic  standard  of  50  ppb  has 
served  well  for  many  years,  and  only  recently 
was  assailed  by  environmentalists  on  the  theory 
that  high  concentrations  of  arsenic  are  deadly,  so 
that  drinking  water  standard  ought  to  be  zero  (10 
ppb).  Actually,  very  few  public  water  systems 
do  not  already  comply  with  a  1 0  ppb  standard. 
However,  arsenic  is  one  of  those  materials  that 
are  actually  needed  in  trace  quantities  by  the 
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human  body,  and  reducing  the  drinking  water 
standard  all  the  way  down  to  10  may  actually 
cause  more  human  illness  than  it  prevents. 
Furthermore,  the  extremely  high  cost  of 
compliance  to  the  few  communities,  primarily  in 
New  Mexico,  that  do  not  now  comply  may 
cause  abandonment  of  public  systems  in  favor 
of  less  safe  private  water  supplies  that  are  not 
regulated. 

The  recent  Supreme  Ruling  does  at  least  put 
the  environmental/health/cost  situation  in  focus. 


Congress  cannot  continue  to  hide  from  its 
responsibility  to  do  what  the  voters  elected  it  to 
do.  Congress  should  never  allow  tree  huggers  to 
decide  health  issues  nor  should  health  scientists 
decide  what  is  best  for  forestry,  and  cost 
consequences  should  be  a  major  consideration  in 
all  such  rulemaking. 

Perhaps  if  Walter  Reed  Medical  Center  was 
closed,  and  the  President  and  Congress  required 
to  go  to  EPA  for  their  health  problems,  the  point 
would  be  better  understood. 


You're  First  at  First  South  PC  A 

At  First  South  Agricultural  Credit  Association,  you're  not  just  a  number. 
We  believe  that  personal  service  is  a  way  of  life.  Your  financial  transactions 

are  important  to  us. 

Our  staff  has  the  knowledge,  qualifications  and  experience  along  with  that 

personal  touch  that  make  you  feel  that  you're  FIRST 

at  First  South  Agricultural  Credit  Association. 


First  South 
Agricultural  Credit  Assoc. 

A 

Agricultural  Lender 

Give  us  a  call! 
(504)  446-9450 


Michele  Simoneaux 

Thibodaux 


Donna  Booty 

Thibodaux 


Our  fluids 
make  sugar. 


Ouachita 


Fertilizer 


New  Iberia,  LA        (337)  367-8233 


UAP 

MIDSOUTH 


Thibodaux,  LA 
(504)  447-4081 

New  Roads,  LA 
(225)  638-8343 


Jeanerette,  LA 
(337)  276-5051 

Lemann's  Farm  Supply 
Donaldsonville,  LA 
(225)  473-7927 
Satellite  Plant 
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<  I  \WII  II I  V  -  rCK  SALE 


1086  Int'l  Harvester  in  working  condition  - 
$5,000.  Call  Joel  Luke  at  (337)  836-9449  or 
(504)  397-0863. 

3-rovv  Prime  Cane  Plow,  excellent  condition 
with  fenders  and  back  sweep  -  $6,500;  4-row 
Thompson  Folding  Layby  Cultivator  -  $5,000. 
Call  Ross  at  (3 1 8)  279-2326  or  (3 1 8)  452-423 1 . 

1997  Cameco  10  ton  High  Dump  Billet 
Wagon  -  $20,000;  JD  200  LC  Excavator  ( 1 800 

hours)  with  hydraulic  thumb,  quick  coupler, 
digging  bucket,  clean-out  bucket,  &  V-bucket  - 
$130,000;  1999  Shop  Made  3-row  3-point 
hitch  Fertilizer  Applicator  with  500  gal.  tank, 
hydraulic  pump,  &  coulter  knives  -  $2,500. 
From  family  operation.  Call  (225)  627-4862 
(leave  a  message)  or  (225)  627-9459  (evenings). 

3  Whole  Stalk  Wagons  with  Quick  Hitches, 
extra  hubs  and  wheels;  2  Air  Conditioner  units 
for  Tractor,  Loader  or  Harvester  Cabs. 
Complete  running  gear  for  14  foot  Baturing 
Woods  Shredder;  Lilliston  Hoes;  Butane 
Tank  and  Cane  Burner.  Call  Russell  Judice  at 
(337)  394-4727. 

(2)  4ft.  Automatic  Cane  Planters  with 
Louviere  valve  equipped  $1,700  per  planter; 
Large  Bayou  Service  Planters  Aid  -  3  yrs  old 
$3,200;  Thompson  3-row  Cultivator  with  off 
bar  $300;  Homemade  V-plow  with  cylinder 
$200;  1990  Model  2-Row  Broussard 
Harvester  -  $30,000;  1986  Model  SP  1800 
4WD  Cameco  Cane  Loader  -  $27,000; 
Lincoln  Gas  Welding  Machine  on  trailer  with 
new  engine  and  armature- $1,700;  45  ft.  Float 
Trailer  with  new  24.5  tires  -  $2,500;  Cane 
Transloader  Grab  for  John  Deere  Excavator  - 
$500;  (6)  Wholestalk  Cane  Transloader 
Wagons  with  Davis  running  gear  $500  per 
wagon;  (4)  Wholestalk  Cane  Trailers  for 
trucks  -  make  offer.  Call  Troy  Canella  at  (225) 
687-1608. 


1988  Broussard  Model  223  Two  Row 
Harvester  cab  &  air  extended  front  end, 
extended  piling  gate  JD  power.  Excellent 
condition.  Call  Sidney  Andras  (985)  446-1 129 
day  or  night. 

1996  2-row  LaCane  Tiger  Loader,  2,000  hrs., 
excellent  condition  -  $53,000;  20  -  New  16.9x28 
Rl  W  tires  -  $325  each;  20  -  New  16.9x30  Rl  W 
tires  -  $425  each.  Call  (337)  879-7932  (W) 
leave  message. 

Family  Farm  equipment:  4  sets  Direct  Haul 
Chain  Net  Wagons,  13.6x24  grader  tires.  Call 
(337)  365-5036  night  or  day  or  (337)  373-7791 
and  ask  for  Thomas. 

Austoft  Cane  Combine  ready  to  cut  -  $30,000 
or  will  consider  trade;  Single  Row  Broussard 
Cane  Cutter.  Call  Erne  Plessala,  Jr.  At  (337) 
229-8409. 

1983  Single-row  Broussard  Harvester,  freshly 
painted,  double  ends  &  scroll,  CAT  3208 
engine,  New  18-4-38  tires,  with  pulling  wheel, 
shredder  topper  -  $10,000;  JD  4840  freshly 
painted  with  new  trans  &  engine  overhauled  in 
97  -  $  1 2,000;  3-row  Bottom  Trip  Plow  IntT, 
freshly  painted,  heavy  duty  and  gauge  wheels  - 
$3,000;  Int'l  3-row  Chopper  -  $650.  Call 
Damian  Pierre  at  (337)  229-6932. 

1993  Cameco  CHT  2500  Chopper  Harvester. 

Call  David  Jarreau  at  (225)  937-0846  (day)  or 
(225)  627-9577  (evenings). 

1992  Cameco  S-30  Single-row  Harvester,  cab 

&  air  with  extended  gate  and  front  end  to 
accommodate  4-rows  in  one,  gathering  arms 
have  been  extended.  Front  wheel  pull. 
Excellent  Condition  -  $42,000.  Call  (337)  276- 
4547  office,  (337)  276-4778  home,  or  (337) 
276-7070  shop. 


(Continued  on  page  20) 
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CLASSIFIEDS  -  rCE  SALE 


Ingersol  Dresser  Model  14  well  head  - 
$11,000;  Thomson  3-row  Cultivator  w/off 
bars  -  $2,250;  ;  Shop  Made  Land  Leveler  - 
$800;  Shop  Made  Spray  Rig  Boomer  -  $450; 
Huval  Ditcher  -  $500.  Call  Gary  Lavergne  @ 
(337)  945-7988  mobile  or  (337)  942-5370 
home. 

1988  Int'l  Truck  -  $9,500;  Auto  Planter  - 

$3,500.  Call  Johnny  McCollum  at  (985)  446- 
0136. 

1996  JD  7400  High-Clearance  MFWD  Cab  & 
Air;  (3)  Int'l  1066  Hi-Crop  Tractors;  1977 
1466  Int'l  Low-Clearance  Tractor;  5120 
MFWD  Case  Int'l  Tractor;  Cameco  220 
MFWD  Tractor;  (3)  Thompson  3-rows  (2 
with  off  bars  &  fenders  &  1  without);  Seven- 
row  300  Gallon  Sprayer  with  Hydraulic 
Boom  pump  &  valves;  3-row  Ferguson  Tiller 
set  up  for  cane  planting;  3-row  Row-Marker; 
3-row  Lilliston  Cultivator;  3-row  Sub-Soiler; 
Amco  15'  offset  heavy  duty  Disc;  12'  Chisel 
Plow;  10'  Chisel  Plow;  15'  Field  Cultivator; 
18'  Hydraulic  Fold  Do- All;  12f  Do- All;  Woods 
Ditch  Bank  Clipper  Hydraulic  Fold  PTO 
Driven;  14'  Bush  Hog;  1982  Cameco  S32  Two- 
Row  Harvester  Cab  &  Air;  1990  LaCane 
Two-row  4-wheel  drive  Tiger  Loader  cab  & 
air;  1987  Cameco  SP1800  four-wheel  drive 
Loader  with  Chain  Piler  &  cab;  Case  Tractor 
with  Cameco  Loader;  Thompson  Single  Row 
Harvester;  Dondi  Rotary  Ditchers;  (2) 
Thompson  Ditchers;  (2)  Ferguson  Drain 
Machines;  3-row  Sprayer  with  saddle  tanks, 
racks,  valves,  &  hydraulic  pump;  Ditch  bank 
covered  sprayer;  Thompson  Home-made  4- 
row;  (2)  Int'l  Drain  Machines;  V-Ditcher; 
LeBlanc  Drain  Machine;  KT  15'  Tandem 
Disc   with  extra  parts;   (2)   Allis   Chalmers 


Bottom  Plows  (4  bottom  -  5  bottom);  3-row 
Cane  Packer  on  wheels;  (2)  Single-row  Tillers 
-  1  Ferguson  &  1  Howard;  Small  Dirt  Scoop; 
(3)  Push  Back  Planters  Aids;  3-row  Cap  Off 
Plow;  Field  Cultivator  with  Extra  Parts;  50  gal. 
Anhydrous  Ammonia  Tank;  (2)  500  gal. 
Ammonia  Tanks  on  Wheels;  (2)  Single-row 
Shavers;  Single-row  chopper  with  Butane 
Tank  &  Hydraulic  Burner;  (3)  Single-row  Cap 
Off  Plows;  (2)  Sets  of  Single-row  Choppers; 
Hydraulic  Row  Markers;  Tractor  Bumper; 
(3)  Cameco  Direct  Haul  Chain  Net  Tandem 
Wagons;  Cameco  Direct  Haul  Single  Axle 
Wagon;  3-row  Cane  Picker;  Cameco  28"  & 
30"  Tires  &  Wheels;  Single-row  Sub-Soiler 
with  Chopper  &  Packer;  Hydraulic  Ditch  Bank 
Clipper;  (3)  Drum  Planters;  6  Middle 
Busters;  (4)  Rolling  Cutters;  Set  of  Gage 
Wheels,  no  tires;  (2)  Shoemaker  3-rows;  300 
gal.  Spray  Tank  with  frame;  500  gal.  Elevated 
Water  Tank;  Numerous  Int'l  1066  Parts;  Int'l 
Weights;  Set  of  12.4  x  38  Clamp  on  Duals;  Set 
of  12.4  x  36  Screw  on  Duals;  Set  of  18.4  x  38 
Clamp  on  Duals;  Set  of  15.5  x  38  Screw  on 
Duals;  Set  of  Farmall  MV  Wheels  &  Tires; 
Front  Wheels  for  1466  (16"  &  20");  Set  of 
Tank  Mounts  &  Racks;  Case  830  &  730 
Engines,  transmissions  &  rear  ends;  Allis 
Chalmers  D-19  Tractor  parts;  Head  Ache 
Rack  for  Dually  Pickup;  Numerous  Hydraulic 
Cylinders;  Thompson  Wheels  for  Wagons. 
Call  John  Falcon,  Jr.  at  (225)  473-6162  (home) 
or  (225)  717-0296  (mobile). 

WANTED:  10  ton  Hi  Dump  Wagons  30"  tires, 
rocking  tandem.  Call  Ronald  Gonsoulin  at 
(337)  1674  (night)  or  (337)  364-4615  (day). 


WANTED:   Hi-Dump   Wagon. 

Plessala,  Jr.  at  (337)  229-8409. 


Call  Erne 


TELL  TtlEAi  YOU  SAW  IT 
IN  LLE  CLASSIFIEDS  !!! 
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LP  rCCNT  WITH  THE  LEAGUE 


By  Charlie  Melancon 
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Louisiana  Legislation 


The  Louisiana  legislature  is  wrapping  up 
its  present  session  (June  18,  2001)  as  I 
write  this  article.  There  are  several 
items  of  interest  that  occurred  that  will,  or  may, 
affect  our  industry.  Therefore,  I  felt  that  this 
would  be  an  appropriate  time  to  advise 
everyone. 

Water  Bill 

The  legislature  passed  Senate  Bill  965  by 
Senator  Fred  Hoyt.  This  bill  is  a  replica  of 
another  bill  authored  by  Representative  William 
Daniel,  both  of  which  were  more  acceptable  by 
the  entire  agricultural  community  in  this  state. 
With  this  new  law,  a  temporary  commission  will 
be  empowered  to  regulate  critical  areas  of  the 
state  where  more  water  is  being  pumped  out  of 
wells  than  is  naturally  replenished.  This  bill 
also  establishes  an  advisory  task  force  to 
develop  a  long  term  state  water  policy  (surface 
and  subsurface)  to  be  considered  for  legislative 
action  in  2003.    * 

Initially,  my  thoughts  are  that  this  industry 
may  not  have  any  real  problems  with  this  new 
water  legislation.  But,  I  suggest  that  all  mill 
management  and  their  engineers  stand  ready  to 
discuss  our  industry's  needs  at  the  proper  time. 
This  will  include  present  operating  scenarios 
regarding  water  needs,  and  in  addition,  scenarios 
of  future  needs  of  consolidated  operations  and 
expanded  facilities. 

Additionally,  if  there  are  any  growers,  or 
growing  areas  that  consume  large  amounts  of 
water  for  irrigation  or  other  purposes,  then  those 
people,  or  areas,  might  want  to  be  prepared  to 
discuss  those  situations  and  needs  at  the  proper 
time.    I  would  suggest  that  once  the  state  has 


drafted  the  rules  and  regulations  involving  the 
establishment  of  this  advisory  committee  and 
commission,  and  once  we  find  out  when  their 
work  will  begin  in  earnest,  than  our  industry  will 
need  to  discuss  our  individual  and  collective 
needs  so  that  these  state  authorities  will  have 
direct  and  correct  information  provided  to  them. 
The  League  will  keep  you  posted  and  updated. 
I  would  hope  that  all  who  feel  that  they  might  be 
affected  begin  the  process  of  being  totally 
familiar  with  your  water  needs.  Also,  while  it  is 
my  understanding  that  we  are  presently  talking 
about  ground  water  (subsurface),  there  is,  to  my 
knowledge  no  prohibition  against  this 
commission  and  committee  looking  at  surface 
water  needs  and  consumption  also. 

Highway  Weights 

Also,  passed  in  this  session  was  a  House 
Concurrent  Resolution  authored  by 
Representative  Francis  Thompson.  The 
resolution  has  the  affect  of  law  and  provides  that 
the  industry,  in  conjunction  with  the  Department 
of  Agriculture  and  the  Department  of  Public 
Safety,  will  formulate  legislation  for 
introduction  in  2003  that  will  devise  meaningful 
enforcement,  regulation,  and  other 
recommendations  to  provide  for  our  industry  to 
maintain  our  Special  Seasonal  Hauling  Limits, 
while  at  the  same  time  addressing  some  of  the 
state's  concerns. 

Specifically,  the  resolution  will  provide  for 
a  cap  of  100,000  pounds  GVW  at  all  mill  scales 
and  will  be  strictly  enforced  by  both  agencies. 
In  an  effort  to  eliminate  trucks  being  pulled  over 
and  weighed  along  two  lane  highways  in  south 
Louisiana,    which    creates    a    horrible    safety 


exposure,  the  weights  division  people  will  then 
only  need  to  randomly  check  the  scales  at  each 
mill.  If  we  are  to  maintain  this  weight  limit,  we 
must  first,  haul  legal.  Then,  we  can  negotiate 
with  the  state,  if  alternatives  or  solutions  to  their 
concerns  can  be  found. 

For  those  in  the  industry  who  still  wish  to 
try  and  use  the  argument  that  weights  can't  be 
judged  in  the  field,  there  is  a  pressure  gauge 
being  used  on  the  field  tractor  /  trailers  that  is 
proving  to  be  quite  reliable  in  judging  capacity. 
I  suggest  that  if  you  haven't  investigated  this 
gauge  concept,  you  might  want  to  do  so  well 
before  this  year's  grinding  begins.  It  appears  to 
be  pretty  reliable,  and  I  am  being  told  that  the 
weights  "will"  be  enforced  ! 
Lost  To  The  Hill 

I  regret  to  inform  you  that  John  Gilliland, 


who  has  been  associated  with  Don  Wallace  in 
his  Washington  office  for  the  past  several  years, 
has  moved  up  to  the  Hill.  John  began  work  with 
Senator  Blanche  Lincoln  of  Arkansas  last  week 
(June  11).  Senator  Lincoln  has  been  assigned  a 
seat  on  the  Senate  Finance  Committee.  That 
committee  has  jurisdiction  on  trade  issues, 
which  John  has  been  associated  with  in  his 
tenure  with  Don's  office.  We  know  that  he  will 
be  an  asset  to  Senator  Lincoln.  He  is  a  very 
capable  and  hard  working  young  lawyer.  We  at 
the  League  wish  him  well.  Good  luck  on  the 
new  j  ob !  We '  11  miss  you ! 

Oh!  The  other  bit  of  information  about 
John,  as  he  departs,  is  that  he  and  his  wife, 
Rebecca,  just  found  out  that  she  is  expecting 
their  second  child  this  fall.  Good  luck  with 
Will's  sibling,  also! 


GENERAL  MANAGER  POSITION 


A  Million  Ton  per  year  Sugarcane  Factory 

is  Accepting  Resumes  for  the  position  of 

General  Manager  who  will  be  retiring. 

Send  Resumes  to: 

President 

6 142 -A  Resweber  Hwy. 

St.  Martinville,  LA  70582 


WASHINGTON  LPDATf 


By  Don  Wallace 


Senate  Control  Shifts  to  Democrats 


The  balance  of  power  on  Capitol  Hill 
shifted  considerably  this  past  month 
when  Vermont  Senator  Jim  Jeffords  left 
the  Republican  party,  announcing  himself  an 
Independent.  Sen.  Jeffords'  departure  dropped 
the  Republican  ranks  in  the  evenly  divided 
Senate  from  an  effective  majority  of  50 
members  to  a  slim  minority  of  49,  leaving  the 
Democrats  with  a  one  seat  margin  of  control. 

With  control  of  the  Senate,  and  its 
committees,  new  Majority  Leader  Tom  Daschle 
(D-SD)  and  his  Democratic  colleagues  assume 
shared  control  also  of  President  Bush's  agenda. 
Important  policy  objectives  such  as  a  new  farm 
bill  and  western  hemispheric  trade  pact  must  be 
accomplished  with  greater  attention  to 
Democratic  concerns. 

Senator  Tom  Harkin  (D-IA)  takes  over 
leadership  of  the  Senate  Agriculture  Committee 
from  Senator  Richard  Lugar  (R-IN).  With  the 
change  comes  improved  prospects  for  an  early 
farm  bill.  Former  Chairman  Lugar  had  resisted 
a  push  to  begin  hearings.  Yet,  Senate 
Democrats,  many  of  whom  have  signed  a 
resolution  calling  for  a  new  farm  bill  by  the  end 
of  the  year,  are  urging  Chairman  Harkin  to  hold 
hearings  as  early  as  this  summer.  First  on  the 
agenda,  however,  is  a  supplemental  assistance 
package.  As  The  Sugar  Bulletin  goes  to  press, 
legislators  appear  to  be  looking  at  a  package 
worth  $5.5  billion.  It  is  unclear  whether  all  of 
that  package  will  be  dedicated  to  AMTA 
payments,  or  whether  some  will  be  set  aside  for 
other  needs. 

The  Senate  Finance  Committee  also 
refocuses.  Many  observers  believe  new 
Chairman  Max  Baucus  (D-MT)  will  be  less 
inclined  to  tackle  immediately  the  Bush 
Administration's  highest  trade  priorities, 
including  approval  of  trade  promotion  authority 
(TPA),  once  known  as  fast  track,  which  would 


enable  President  Bush  to  negotiate  agreements 
without  fear  of  amendment  by  Congress. 
President  Bush  has  identified  TPA  as  necessary 
to  begin  talks  with  Latin  American  trading 
partners  toward  a  potential  hemispheric  free 
trade  pact.  Instead,  Chairman  Baucus  appears 
more  focused  on  a  trade  adjustment  assistance 
bill,  which  would  offer  programs  to  help 
industries  and  farmers  dislocated  by  trade 
disruptions. 

House  Agriculture  Committee  Continues 
Push  Toward  Farm  Bill 

While  the  Senate  adjusts  to  a  new  balance 
of  power,  the  House  continues  with  life  as  usual. 
The  House  Agriculture  Committee  remains  on 
course  to  conclude  a  commodity  title  by  the  end 
of  the  summer.  As  The  Sugar  Bulletin  goes  to 
press,  Committee  staffers  are  working  on  draft 
language  for  commodity  programs,  including 
sugar's.  Hearings  on  the  draft  language  are 
expected  through  July,  with  Committee  mark  up 
of  a  commodity  title  completed  by  the  time 
Congress  leaves  town  for  the  August  recess. 

USDA  WASDE  June  Report  on  US  Sugar 
Supply  and  Use  Released 

The  USDA  released  its  June  World 
Agricultural  Supply  and  Demand  and  Supply 
Estimates  (WASDE)  report  for  sugar  supply  and 
use.  Projected  U.S.  sugar  supply  and  use  for 
fiscal  year  2001/2002  are  unchanged  from  last 
month,  except  for  an  increase  in  carry-m  stocks. 
There  is  no  change  in  Louisiana  Sugar. 

For  2000/2001,  beet  sugar  production  is 
increased  80,000  short  tons,  raw  value,  based 
mainly  on  improved  recovery  of  sugar  from 
stored  2000-crop  sugarbeets.  No  changes  have 
been  made  to  use.  The  estimated  2000/01  end 
of  season  stock-to-use  ratio  is  19.3  percent,  up 
from  18.6  percent  last  month. 


Hibernia  offers  an  easier  way  to  grow. 


The  Bank  For  Business 
Is  The  Bank  For  Leasing. 


For  years,  Hibernia  has  been  working  hard 

to  meet  the  needs  of  businesses. 

We've  taken  that  commitment  further  by  adding 

equipment  leasing  to  our  long  roster  of  business  services. 

Leasing  enables  you  to: 

Leave  lines  of  credit  free  for  other  needs. 

Free  up  capital  for  investment. 

Hedge  against  inflation. 

Gain  tax  advantages. 

Finance  100%  of  the  purchase  price  of  your  equipment.  * 

Hibernia's  capital  and  operating  lease  programs 

are  flexible  like  our  annual  payment  lease. 

We  can  arrange  a  program  to  meet  the  special  needs 

of  your  business.  Best  of  all,  we're  offering  our  leasing  services 

through  the  business  bankers  you've  come  to  know  and  trust. 

To  learn  more  about  our  equipment  leasing  programs 

and  what  they  can  do  for  your  business, 

call  the  Commercial  Equipment  Leasing  Department  toll  free  at: 

800-562-9007,  extension  3-2864 


HIBERNIA 

Where  service  matters.™ 

*Normal  credit  qualifications  apply. 
2000     Member  FDIC.    www.hibernia.com 


rAPA4  NOTES 


By  Dr.  Charley  Richard 


Torrential  Rains  -  Dr.  Ed  Richard  -  Dr.  Pat  Jordan 


After  months  of  below  normal  rainfall 
conditions,  the  period  of  June  5  through 
10  saw  torrential  rainfall  throughout 
much  of  south  Louisiana.  Up  to  30  inches  of 
rain  fell  during  this  period  in  some  areas,  with 
much  of  the  belt  receiving  over  a  dozen  inches. 
After  such  a  long  drought  period,  rainfall  was 
badly  needed  across  the  cane  belt.  However,  a 
couple  of  inches  at  a  time  would  have  been 
sufficient!  As  a  result  of  the  extreme  quantity 
received,  some  fields  were  completely  covered 
with  water  for  up  to  a  week.  The  final  effect  of 
this  lack  of  oxygen  around  the  roots  will  not  be 
known  for  some  time  to  come,  but  many 
growers  are  very  concerned  about  the  water  still 
remaining  in  the  fields  at  the  time  of  this 
writing.  Also  of  concern  during  the  growing 
season  will  be  the  condition  of  the  fertilizer  and 
whether  there  will  be  a  sufficient  quantity  to  last 
until  harvest.  Since  nearly  all  of  the  cane  had 
already  received  a  lay-by  cultivation  and 
herbicide  treatment,  the  effect  of  soil  erosion  on 
the  row  shape  and  loss  of  herbicide  on  weed 
control  are  also  of  concern. 

Windell  Jackson  and  Herman  Waguespack, 
Jr.,  League  Agronomists,  are  inspecting  fields  at 
the  present  time  to  determine  the  extent  of 
acreage  that  was  flooded  for  an  extended  period 
of  time.  An  attempt  will  be  made  to  measure 
losses  that  may  have  occurred,  by  comparing 
those  areas  that  remained  flooded  for  an 
extended  period  to  near-by  areas  in  which  flood 
waters  receded  more  quickly. 

Other  industry  scientists  and  reps  will  also 
be  inspecting  fields  to  determine  whether  any 


recommendations  should  be  made  regarding 
fertilizer  or  herbicide  applications.  Some  fields 
may  still  be  short  enough  to  cultivate,  but  most 
people  feel  there  would  be  too  much  damage  to 
the  root  system  to  try  to  sink  the  middles.  Fields 
in  which  rows  have  been  flattened  could  offer 
difficulty  at  harvest,  especially  if  wet  weather 
occurs  during  the  harvest  season  and,  especially 
if  cane  is  lodged.  Growers  will  have  to  assess 
their  own  fields  and  determine  the  best  course  of 
action  in  each  individual  case. 

Dr.  Edward  Richard 

Dr.  Ed  Richard,  research  agronomist  with 
the  USDA/ARS  research  facility  in  Houma,  LA 
since  1980,  has  been  named  research  leader  for 
the  station  as  of  March  21,  2001.  Ed,  has  been 
working  on  weed  control  during  this  time  and 
has  served  as  acting  research  leader  since 
August,  2000.  Prior  to  coming  to  Houma  in 
1980,  he  was  employed  as  Assistant  Plant 
Physiologist  with  the  Mississippi  Agricultural 
and  Forestry  Experiment  Station  in  Stoneville, 
MS.  He  is  well  recognized  around  the  state  for 
his  research  in  weed  control,  cultural  practices, 
and  residue  management  following  combine 
harvesting.  He  is  also  recognized  nationally  and 
internationally  for  these  same  activities.  Ed  is  a 
Commissioner  and  Head  of  the  Agronomy 
Section  of  the  International  Society  of  Sugar 
Cane  Technologists  and  is  involved  in  the 
planning  of  their  international  congresses. 

Dr.  Richard  received  a  B.S.  degree  in  plant 
science  fromNicholls  State  University  in  1970, 
M.S.  in  Botany  and  Agronomy  from  Louisiana 


State  University  in  1974,  and  a  Ph.D.  from  the 
University  of  Illinois  in  Agronomy  and  Plant 
Physiology  in  1977. 

Congratulations  to  Ed  on  this  achievement. 
We  at  the  League  will  work  closely  with  him  as 
he  continues  to  build  on  the  achievements  of  the 
Houma  facility  and  moves  the  facility  to  new 
heights. 

Dr.  Pat  Jordan 

Dr.  John  Patrick  Jordan,  Director  of  the 
USD  A  Agricultural  Research  Service's  Southern 
Regional  Research  Center  in  New  Orleans,  was 
a  recipient  of  the  2000  Federal  Laboratory 
Director  of  the  Year  award  given  by  the  Federal 
Laboratory  Consortium.  Each  year  the  FLC 
honors  one  or  more  laboratory  directors  who 
have  made  maximum  contributions  to  the 
overall  enhancement  of  technology  transfer  for 
economic  development.  Accomplishments 
related  to  the  transfer  of  technology  from  the 
federal  laboratory  system  to  industry  (including 
support  of  FLC  activities,  internal 
accomplishments,  industry  involvement,  and 
community  service)  are  the  primary  criteria  for 


the  award.  He  was  one  of  only  three  recipients 
for  2000. 

Dr.  Jordan  has  been  Director  of  the 
Southern  Regional  Research  Center  in  New 
Orleans  since  1994  and  has  been  extremely 
supportive  of  sugarcane  research  there  and  at  the 
Houma  facility.  We  at  the  League  have  had  the 
great  fortune  to  work  with  Dr.  Jordan  during 
this  time  and  congratulate  him  on  his 
accomplishments. 
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Thibodaux,  LA 
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New  Roads,  LA 
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(337)  276-5051 

Lemann's  Farm  Supply 
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BROUSSARD 

CANE  EQUIPMENT 
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Chopper  Type 
Cane  Harvesters 

High  Dump  Wagons 


Wholestalk 
Cane  Harvesters 

Cane  Loaders 


Cane 

Contractors 

Inc. 


Contract  Harvesting 

with  Chopper 

Harvesters 


Sales  ♦  Service  ♦  Parts 


Broussard  Cane  Equipment,  LLC 


P.O.  Box  2869  •  Parks,  LA  70582  •  Phone  (337)  845-5080 


2001  MODELS  AVAILABLE 
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SIDE  DUMP  SUGAR  CANE  TRAILER 

•  Strong,  lightweight  construction  (21,000  lbs.) 

•  48  ft.  x  102  in.  (Two  23  ft.  baskets) 

•  Steel  disc  wheels  with  24.5  radial  tires 

•  3056  cu.  ft.  total  capacity  in  baskets 

•  Dumping  mechanism  eliminates  possible  flip-over 
Standard  features:  sight  gauges,  trap  doors,  greased  pins 

•  Options  available:  ladders,  single  point  suspension 


$23,800.00  pius  fet 

(FOB  Nacogdoches,  TX) 
Special  pricing  for  2  or  more 


803  W.  Seale  Street    Nacogdoches,  TX  75964 
800-562-0730        936-564-8378 


Advantages  of 

New  Roundup  Ultra  Max 

on  Fallow  Ground 


"I  started  using  Roundup  over  12  years  ago  on  ditchbanks  for  vasey  grass  control.  In  1997, 
we  took  over  a  plantation  that  was  infested  with  johnsongrass.  By  using  Roundup  2-3  times 
per  year  on  fallow  ground,  keeping  ditches  and  headlands  sprayed  with  Roundup,  we  finally 
got  this  plantation  about  95%  free  of  johnsongrass." 

— Troy  Thibodeaux,  Thibodeaux  Bros.  Inc. 
Labadieville,  LA 


♦  A  1-hour  Rainfast  warranty  only  with  new  Roundup  Ultra  Max™ 

♦  Can  help  save  you  money!!!  especially  with  rising  cost  of  fuel, 
labor,  and  equipment  cost. 

♦  Will  give  your  plant  cane  the  cleanest  start  possible  from 
unwanted  weeds  vs.  tillage  alone. 

♦  Can  help  preserve  moisture  in  the  soil  over  tillage  alone. 

♦  May  allow  for  an  earlier  planting  over  tillage  because  ground  will 
dry  faster. 

♦  A  great  sugarcane  BMP  (Best  Management  Practice).   Less  tillage 
means  less  erosion. 

*  Roundup  Ultra  Max™  is  a  registered  Trademark  of  Monsanto. 


ENVIRONMENTAL  PERSPECTIVE 


By  James  F.  Coerver,  P.E. 
S.E.C.,  Inc. 


STATE  PROPOSES  NOx  CONTROL  REGULATION 


The  Louisiana  Department  of 
Environmental  Quality  (LDEQ)  recently 
published  a  draft  of  a  proposed  rule  to 
augment  existing  regulations  on  the  control  of 
nitrogen  oxides  (Nox)  emissions.  Such  rules 
apply  to  emissions  from  fuel  combustion 
sources  (boilers,  engines,  incinerators,  etc.)  and 
nitric  acid  production  units.  This  proposed 
LDEQ  rule  is  not  directly  related  to  the  Federal 
"Boiler  Rules"  expected  to  be  promulgated  early 
this  summer,  and  in  contrast  to  the  expected 
Federal  Rules,  focuses  on  NOx  emissions  only 
instead  of  the  broad  range  of  regulated  air 
pollutants  including  hazardous  air  pollutants  as 
does  the  Federal  action. 

The  stated  purpose  of  the  proposed  State 
rule  is  to  achieve  sufficient  NOs  reductions  to 
allow  the  "Baton  Rouge  Non- Attainment  Area" 
to  come  into  compliance  with  the  National 
Ambient  Air  Quality  Standard  for 
photochemical  oxidants  (ozone)  by  May  of 
2005.  While  it  is  debatable  whether  additional 
NOx  emission  reductions  can  eliminate  the 
infrequent  summer  ozone  standard  excursions  in 
the  Baton  Rouge  area,  LDEQ  is  compelled  to 
proceed  with  the  NOx  emissions  reduction  action 
by  Federal  EPA  directives  which  carry  severe 
economic  penalties,  such  as  loss  of  Federal 
highway  construction  and  maintenance  funds,  if 
the  State  should  fail  to  do  so.  However,  the 
Federal  "non-attainment"  leverage  applies  only 
to  NOx  emissions  affecting  ozone  concentrations 
in  the  Baton  Rouge  area.  Thus,  the  rule  applies 
to  NOx  emissions  only  in  the  parishes  of 
Ascension,  East  Baton  Rouge,  Iberville, 
Livingston,  Pointe  Coupee,   St.   Charles,   St. 


Helena,  St.  James,  St.  John  the  Baptist,  West 
Baton  Rouge,  and  West  Feliciana.  Accordingly, 
emission  sources  such  as  sugar  mills  located  in 
Assumption,  Lafourche,  Iberia,  St.  Martin  and 
St.  Mary  parishes  are  not  at  all  affected  by  this 
proposed  regulation. 

The  draft  LDEQ  rule  also  seems  to 
recognize  that  sugar  mills  do  not  operate  during 
the  summer  ozone  problem  period.  All  sugar 
mills  operating  in  the  fall  and  winter  are 
exempted  under  the  draft  LDEQ  rule.  This  draft 
rule  would  also  exempt  boilers  using  bagasse, 
rice  husks,  and  wood  as  a  primary  fuel. 
Obviously,  LDEQ  officials  recognize  the  lower 
emission  potential  of  biomass  fuels  in 
comparison  to  depleting  fossil  fuels,  and,  of 
course,  the  renewable  resources  aspect.  This  is 
good  news  for  the  Louisiana  sugar  cane  industry 
because  the  proposed  rule  does  not  foreclose 
any  biomass  (bagasse  and  cane  field  trash) 
utilization  opportunities  involving  controlled 
(boiler)  combustion. 


Our  fluids 
make  sugar. 


Ouachita 


Fertilizer 


New  Iberia,  LA        (337)  367-8233 


Kleentek 


CERTIFIED  SEEDCANE 


337-364-2216 


HEARNE    CANE    PLANTERS 


SIMPLE 


RUGGED 


P  n 


kiif  We  still  make 

|^  ONE-ROW  PLANTERS 

TO  PLANT  WHOLE  STALK  OR  BILLETS ! 


NOW 

AVAILABLE 

planting  rates 
up  to  SO  acres 
per  day!  s\« 

See  the  ^^^^w 
S-^Row  Planter  in 
ACTION!  Call  today 
far  a  free  video! 

"...  the  Hearne  3-Row  Billet 
Planter  paid  for  itself  th  e  first 
year  in  labor  costs  alone!  It 
was  the  most  stress  free  plant- 
ing season  we've  ever  had  and 
this  spring,  we  had  excellent 
stands  of  plant  cane." 

-  L.B.  Maringouin,  LA 


Place  Your  Order  Today  -  Call: 


HEARNE   CONSULTING  INC. 
337/942/8180    2440  POWERS  AVE.  OPELOUSAS,  LA  70570 
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BILLET    PLANTING    RESEARCH 
RESULTS    FROM    2000 


J.  W.  Hoy1,  A.  E.  Arceneaux2,  and  C.  F.  Savario1 
Departments  of  Plant  Pathology1  and  Agronomy2 

C.  A.  Richard,  W.  R.  Jackson,  and  H.  L  Waguespack,  Jr. 
American  Sugar  Cane  League 


Yield  results  were  obtained  from  replicated  field  experiments  on  commercial  farms  comparing 
billet  and  whole  stalk  planting  for  one  experiment  in  plant  cane,  one  experiment  in  first 
stubble,  and  one  experiment  in  second  stubble.  Results  were  obtained  from  a  plant  cane 
experiment  at  the  Sugar  Research  Station  in  St.  Gabriel,  and  an  experiment  was  conducted  to  evaluate 
the  effect  of  different  chopper  harvester  settings  on  physical  billet  damage.  All  experiments  were 
conducted  with  LCP  85-384. 

Sugar  per  acre  yields  were  similar  in  commercial  farm  experiments  for  plantings  of  billets  and 
whole  stalks  that  had  not  received  any  special  treatment.  The  beneficial  fertilizer  effect  that  was 
detected  in  the  first  year  of  the  three-year  experiment  in  Lafourche  Parish  (Table  1 )  was  no  longer 
evident  in  second  stubble.  Sugar  per  acre  yields  also  were  similar  in  first  stubble  of  an  experiment  in 
Iberia  Parish.  The  effects  seen  in  plant  cane  were  no  longer  evident,  and  chemical  treatments 
generally  did  not  affect  first  stubble  yield  (Table  2).  In  the  plant  cane  experiment  in  Ascension  Parish, 
billet  and  whole  stalk  planting  yields  were  similar  (Table  3).  In  this  experiment,  whole  stalk  plantings 
responded  to  starter  fertilizer,  but  billets  did  not. 


Table  1.  LCP  85-384  yields  from  an  experiment  in  Lafourche  Parish  comparing  billet  and  whole 
stalk  planting  of  LCP  85-384  with  and  without  two  rates  of  fertilizer  applied  at  planting. 


Fertilizer 

Tons  of  cane  per  acre 

Sugai 

•  per  acre 

(lb 

s.) 

Planting 

1998 

1999 

2000 

1998 

1999 

2000 

Billet 

None 

44.1 

57.7 

46.3 

9487 

13285 

9694 

Billet 

45-45-45 

53.0 

56.4 

45.5 

11204 

13055 

9480 

Billet 

90-90-90 

51.6 

55.1 

43.1 

11391 

12645 

8920 

Whole 

None 

46.3 

54.8 

44.6 

10068 

12692 

9428 

Whole 

45-45-45 

56.0 

56.9 

45.1 

12719 

13194 

9585 

In  the  plant  cane  experiment  on  the  Sugar  Research  Station,  the  sugar  per  acre  yield  was  greater 
for  whole  stalk  compared  to  billet  planting,  due  to  a  higher  stalk  weight  (Table  4).  Tonnage  yields  of 
both  billet  and  whole  stalk  plantings  were  increased  by  the  addition  of  45-45-45  fertilizer  at  planting 
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(Table  4),  but  sugar  yields  were  similar.  The  lx  billet  planting  rate  averaged  9  running  billets  in  the 
planting  furrow,  and  a  second  pass  with  the  planter  established  a  2x  planting  rate  of  1 5  running 
billets.  The  increase  in  seedcane  did  not  result  in  increased  yield  (Table  4).  In  a  small  scale 
experiment  (planted  as  a  demonstration  for  the  summer  field  day)  examining  the  effect  of  planting 
rate,  only  stalk  population  was  significantly  increased  as  the  planting  rate  increased  from  3  to  9  billets 
(Table  5).  However,  large  numerical  increases  in  tonnage  and  sugar  per  acre  were  recorded  as  the 
planting  rate  increased.  These  increases  may  not  have  been  significant  because  the  experiment  only 
contained  two  replicates  of  each  planting  rate. 

In  an  experiment  to  evaluate  the  effect  of  different  chopper  harvester  settings  on  the  amount  of 
physical  damage  billets  sustain  while  being  cut,  differences  were  detected  among  setting 
combinations  (Table  6).  Factors  associated  with  reduced  damage  to  billets  were  the  special  2-blade 

Table  2.  Yields  of  LCP  85-384  from  an  experiment  in  Iberia  Parish  comparing  whole  stalks,  long 
billets,  and  short  billets  treated  with  Tilt,  Thimet,  an  antitranspirant  (film-coating),  and  Tilt  plus 
antitranspirant. ! 


Tons  of  cane 

per  acre2 

Sugar  per 

acre  (lbs.)2 

Treatment 

1999 

2000 

1999 

2000 

Whole  stalk 

42.5  ab 

35.8  a 

9712  ab 

6991  a 

Long  billet 

44.3  a 

30.0  b 

10095  a 

6115  ab 

Short  billet 

44.0  a 

33.2  ab 

10299  a 

6570  ab 

Short  billet  + 

Tilt 

40.6  ab 

31.4b 

9362  ab 

6462  ab 

Short  billet  + 

Thimet 

38.0  b 

30.8  b 

8778  b 

6100  ab 

Short  billet  + 

Antitranspirant 

40.9  ab 

29.6  b 

9480  ab 

5787  b 

Short  billet  + 

Tilt  + 

37.3  b 

32.9  ab 

8475  b 

6801  a 

Antitranspirant 

1  Tilt  (Syngenta,  Inc.)  is  propiconazole  fungicide;  Thimet  (American  Cyanamid,  Inc.)  is  phorate,  a  soil 

applied  insecticide;  and  the  antitranspirant  was  Transfilm  (PBI/Gordon,  Inc.). 

2Values  within  a  column  followed  by  the  same  letter  were  not  significantly  different  (P  =  0.05). 


Table  3.  Plant  cane  yields  of  LCP  85-384  from  an  experiment  in  Ascension  Parish  comparing 
plantings  of  billets  and  whole  stalks  with  and  without  fertilizer  (15-45-45)  applied  at  planting. 


Treatment 


Tons  of  cane  per  acre1 


Sugar  per  acre  (lbs.)1 


Billet 

Billet  +  Fertilizer 

Whole  stalk 

Whole  stalk  +  Fertilizer 


41.5  ab 
38.0  b 
38.4  b 
45.4  a 


8013  ab 
7391b 
7160b 
8543  a 


1  Values  within  a  column  followed  by  the  same  letter  were  not  significantly  different  (P  =  0.05). 
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Table  4.  Plant  cane  yields  of  LCP  85-384  from  an  experiment  at  the  Sugar  Research  Station 
comparing  plantings  of  whole  stalks  and  two  rates  of  billets  with  and  without  starter  fertilizer. 


Fertilizer 

Cane 
yield 

Stalk 

Brix 

Juice 

Sucrose 

Sugar 

Planting 

Number 

Weight 

yield 

tons/A 

1000/A 

lbs. 

% 

% 

lbs./A 

lxBillet 

0-0-0 

40.7 

46.7 

1.74 

16.6 

14.4 

8406 

2xBillet 

0-0-0 

40.3 

47.5 

1.76 

16.8 

14.6 

8655 

Whole 

0-0-0 

44.4 

45.2 

1.97 

16.6 

14.4 

9164 

lxBillet 

45-45-45 

43.7 

47.1 

1.91 

16.5 

14.2 

8880 

2xBillet 

45-45-45 

42.9 

45.7 

1.97 

16.5 

14.2 

8715 

Whole 

45-45-45 

50.6 

46.3 

2.23 

16.6 

14.0 

10104 

LSD  0.05 

2.6 

NS 

0.33 

NS 

NS 

1004 

Mean  Effects 

lxBillet 

42.2 

46.9 

1.83 

16.4 

14.3 

8643 

2xBillet 

42.1 

46.6 

1.87 

16.6 

14.4 

8685 

Whole 

47.5 

45.8 

2.10 

16.4 

14.2 

9634 

LSD  0.05 

1.8 

NS 

0.23 

NS 

NS 

710 

0-0-0 

42.1 

46.5 

1.82 

16.7 

14.5 

8741 

45-45-45 

45.8 

46.4 

2.04 

16.4 

14.1 

9233 

LSD  0.05 

1.5 

NS 

0.19 

NS 

NS 

NS 

Table  5.  Plant  cane  yield  of  LCP  85-384  planted  with  billets  at  three  rates  at  the  Sugar  Research 
Station. 


Planting 

Cane 
yield 

Stalk 

Juice 

Sugar 

rate 

Number 

Weight 

Brix 

Sucrose 

yield 

tons/A 

1000/A 

lbs. 

% 

% 

lbs./A 

3 

44.2 

46.6 

1.81 

16.4 

14.0 

8837 

5 

44.4 

49.2 

1.81 

15.9 

13.5 

8434 

7 

46.5 

55.1 

1.81 

16.9 

14.7 

9796 

9 

48.6 

54.7 

1.99 

17.0 

14.7 

10343 

LSD 
0.05 

NS 

4.9 

NS 

NS 

NS 

NS 
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choppers  (designed  for  cutting  longer  billets  for  seedcane)  and  metal  cylinders  (leg-wraps)  placed 
around  the  base-cutter  shafts.  Factors  associated  with  increased  billet  damage  were  slow  speed  of 
harvester  travel  down  the  row  (approximately  1  mph)  and  removing  the  lateral  bars  on  the  last  drum 
(kicker  bars)  that  facilitate  the  movement  of  billets  into  the  elevator  hopper.  In  a  previous  experiment, 
the  results  suggested  that  the  running  the  secondary  trash  extractor  fan  could  increase  billet  damage, 
but  the  secondary  fan  did  not  increase  billet  damage  in  this  experiment. 

A  chopper  harvester  was  available  during  the  planting  season  at  the  Sugar  Research  Station  for 
the  first  time  during  2000.  This  allowed  experiments  to  be  planted  examining  the  effect  of  planting 
date  and  rate,  factors  that  were  difficult  to  incorporate  into  experiments  on  commercial  farms.  In 
addition,  another  experiment  evaluating  the  effects  of  various  chemical  treatments  on  billet  planting 
performance  was  planted.  Finally,  plant  cane  experiments  were  established  on  two  farms  during  Fall, 
2000. 

Table  6.  Effect  of  different  chopper  harvester  settings  on  physical  damage  to  sugarcane  billets. 

Damaged         Total         Undamaged 
Harvester  settings  buds/billet       wounds        billets  (%) 

Seed  choppers1,  primary  fan  only 

Seed  choppers,  slow  speed2,  primary  only 

Seed  choppers,  plus  secondary  fan 

Seed  choppers,  primary  only,  leg  wraps3 

Seed  choppers,  primary,  leg  wraps,  no  kicker  bars4 

Seed  choppers,  primary,  no  kicker  bars 

Regular  choppers/2  blades,  primary  fan  only 

Regular  choppers/2  blades,  slow  speed,  primary 

Regular  choppers/2  blades,  plus  secondary  fan 

LSD  0.05 

1  Billet  choppers  specially  designed  with  only  two  blades  for  cutting  longer  billets  (20-24  in.). 

2  Slow  speed  of  harvester  travel  down  the  row  (approx.  1  mph). 

3  Metal  cylinders  that  bolt  around  base  cutter  shafts. 

4  Lateral  bars  on  last  drum  to  facilitate  movement  of  billets  into  elevator  hopper. 


Across  the  industry,  spring  shoot  populations  in  billet  plantings  this  season  were  generally 
adequate  despite  the  occurrence  of  multiple  freezes  during  the  2000-2001  winter.  In  a  date  of  planting 
experiment  at  the  Sugar  Research  Station,  stands  were  very  good  in  plantings  established  on  six  dates 
between  the  beginning  of  August  and  the  end  of  September.  However,  there  were  differences  in 
spring  shoot  populations  in  a  rate  of  planting  experiment  planted  at  two  dates  (Table  7).  Shoot 
populations  in  the  mid- August  planting  were  very  good  with  the  6,  9,  and  12  running  billet  planting 
rates,  weaker  with  the  3  running  billet  rate,  and  poor  with  the  one  billet  planting  rate.  Populations 
were  lower  in  the  mid-September  planting  compared  to  the  mid- August  planting,  and  the  12  billet 
planting  rate  in  September  was  similar  to  the  3  billet  rate  in  August.  Populations  in  the  3  and  1  billet 
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0.32 

1.1 

42 

0.26 

1.6 

34 

0.16 

0.9 

52 

0.10 

0.5 

66 

0.18 

0.7 

48 

0.24 

1.2 

34 

0.34 

1.5 

30 

0.36 

2.4 

20 

0.38 

1.8 

32 

0.21 

0.6 

_ 

planting  rates  were  poor  and  very  poor,  respectively.  The  effect  of  these  differences  in  spring  shoot 
population  will  be  determined  at  the  end  of  the  season  when  yields  are  compared. 

Table  7.  Spring  shoot  populations  in  an  experiment  comparing  rate  of  planting  at  two  dates. 

Shoot  population  per  acre2 


Billet  planting  rate1  Mid- August  planting  Mid-September  planting 
1                                             52,530  d  22,990  d 

3  102,280  c  50,060  c 

6  127,790  b  78,570  b 

9  135,520  ab  86,360  b 

12  137,920  a  105,200  a 

1  Planting  rate  is  the  number  of  billets  running  continuously  in  the  furrow. 

2  Shoot  populations  were  determined  on  4/1 1/01 .  Values  followed  by  the  same  letter  within  a  column 
were  not  significantly  different  (P=0.05). 

Summary  and  Conclusions 

In  research  conducted  over  six  growing  seasons  using  machine-cut  billets,  stand  failures  have  not 
been  observed  when  longer  billets  (20-24  inches)  were  planted  at  higher  planting  rates.  Factors 
associated  with  poor  billet  performance  include  short  billet  length,  excessive  physical  billet  damage, 
light  planting  rate,  improper  depth  of  cover,  poor  drainage,  and  herbicide  injury.  The  addition  of 
fertilizer  at  planting  has  improved  yields  in  some,  but  not  all,  experiments.  No  chemical  treatment  to 
prevent  stalk  rot  has  been  identified  that  consistently  improves  billet  performance. 

In  the  majority  of  experiments,  the  yield  of  whole  stalk  plantings  of  LCP  85-384  have  been 
higher  during  the  plant  cane  crop.  However,  the  yield  of  whole  stalk  and  billet  plantings  have  been 
comparable  over  the  entire  crop  cycle.  Most  of  the  experiments  have  now  been  conducted  with  LCP 
85-384.  Early  experiments  with  CP  70-32 1  showed  it  to  be  erratic  in  billet  planting  performance.  As 
other  varieties  are  released,  their  ability  to  tolerate  billet  planting  will  need  to  be  evaluated.  The 
research  results  indicate  that  whole  stalk  planting  will  produce  the  highest  yields  over  time  with  the 
least  risk.  However,  when  LCP  85-384  is  badly  lodged,  the  best  option  may  be  to  plant  billets.  Billets 
are  more  sensitive  to  any  problem,  so  good  planting  practices  are  very  important  when  planting 
billets.  Using  the  practices  identified  to  minimize  problems  will  maximize  stands  and  yields  in  billet 
plantings. 


The  American  Sugar  Cane  League  Welcomes 
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THE  2000  LOUISIANA 
SUGARCANE  VARIETY  SURVEY 

Benjamin  L  Legendre 
Louisiana  Cooperative  Extension  Service 

Kenneth  Gravois 
Sugar  Research  Station 


uring  June  and  July  of  2000  a  sugarcane  variety  survey  was  conducted  by  county  agents  in 
the  23  parishes  currently  producing  sugarcane  in  Louisiana  to  determine  the  varietal  makeup 
and  distribution  across  the  sugarcane  belt  in  the  state.   The  information  presented  in  this 
report  was  summarized  from  those  individual  parish  surveys. 

Extension  agents  in  each  sugarcane-producing  parish  collected  acreage  figures  by  variety  and 
crop  year  from  growers  in  their  parishes.  Some  information  was  also  collected  from  the  local  Farm 
Service  Agency  office  when  the  agents  had  difficulty  in  obtaining  all  the  needed  information  from 
the  growers.  Since  this  information  was  collected  during  the  growing  season  and  included  input  from 
many  persons,  acreages  may  differ  from  the  final  total  crop  acreage  figures  collected  at  harvest. 

Acreages  for  each  parish,  regional  totals,  and  the  statewide  total  are  shown  in  Table  1 .  The 
statewide  total  of  acreage  reported  in  the  survey  is  489,306  acres  although  the  certified  acreage 
reported  by  Farm  Service  Agency  was  495,737  acres.  It  is  important  to  note  that  the  total  acreage  of 
489,306  is  not  the  "official"  total  sugarcane  acreage  in  Louisiana;  however,  it  does  represent 
approximately  98.7%  of  the  total  certified  acreage.  Regional  totals  were  2 1 5,650  acres  for  the  Teche 
Region,  169,124  acres  for  the  River-Bayou  Lafourche  Region,  and  104,532  acres  for  the  Northern 
Region  in  2000. 

Table  1.  Estimated  total  sugarcane  acres  by  parish  and  region,  2000'. 


D 


Teche 

Region 

River-Bayou 

Lafourche  Region 

Northern  Reg 

ion 

Parish 

Acres 

Parish 

Acres 

Parish 

Acres 

Acadia 

3,322 

Ascension 

15,301 

Avoyelles 

22,408 

Calcasieu 

6,132 

Assumption 

42,004 

East  Baton  Rouge 

556 

Iberia 

65,002 

Iberville 

35,580 

Evangeline 

2,078 

Jeff  Davis 

8,025 

Lafourche 

32,684 

Pointe  Coupee 

25,479 

Lafayette 

15,870 

St.  Charles 

2,210 

Rapides 

13,558 

St.  Martin 

36,929 

St.  James 

25,289 

St.  Landry 

24,319 

St.  Mary 

45,871 

St.  John 

5,580 

West  Baton  Rouge 

16,134 

Vermilion 

34,499 

Terrebonne 

10,476 

TOTAL 

215,650 

TOTAL 

169,124 

TOTAL 

104,532 

Total-All  Regions:  489,306  acres 

'Based  on  2000  variety  survey  information  from  county  agents. 
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The  portion  of  the  total  statewide  acreage  made  up  by  each  variety  and  the  portion  of  the  total 
for  each  crop  year  contributed  by  each  variety  are  shown  in  Table  2.  The  leading  variety  for  2000 
was  LCP  85-384,  with  71%  of  the  total  acreage.  The  second  leading  variety  was  CP  70-321,  with 
13%  of  the  acreage.  LCP  85-384  has  been  the  leading  variety  since  1998  when  it  occupied  43%  of 
the  state's  acreage  (Table  7).  Other  varieties  making  important  acreage  contributions  included: 
HoCP  85-845  at  8%,  and  CP  72-370,  LCP  82-89  and  LHo  83-153  at  2%  each  (Table  2).  All  other 
varieties  in  the  survey  occupied  less  than  1%  of  the  total  acreage.  There  was  an  increase  in  the 
acreage  of  only  one  variety,  LCP  85-384,  during  2000  (Table  7).  LCP  85-384  is  the  first  variety  to 
reach  more  than  70%  of  the  total  acreage  since  CP  65-357,  released  in  1973,  did  it  in  the  early  1980's. 
LCP  85-384  is  a  high  yielding,  excellent  stubbling  variety.  The  variety  produces  a  large  number  of 
small  stalks  and  exceeds  most  other  varieties  in  the  yield  of  sugar  per  acre. 

In  recent  years  there  has  been  a  tendency  to  keep  older  stubble  because  of  better  stubbling 
varieties  and  relatively  milder  winters  in  bothl998  and  1999.  Whereas  a  normal  crop  cycle  extended 
for  only  three  year,  a  plant-cane  and  two  stubble  crops,  many  growers  are  now  keeping  third  and  older 
stubble,  extending  their  crop  cycle  to  four  or  five  years.  In  2000,  17.5%  or  more  than  85,000  acres 
was  third  or  older  stubble  (Table  2).  Table  3  shows  the  distribution  of  plant  and  stubble  crops  by 
region.  The  percentage  of  the  crop  made  up  by  plant-cane,  first-stubble,  second-  stubble  and  third 
and  older  stubble  was  about  the  same  across  the  regions  with  the  exception  of  the  Northern  Region 
where  there  was  more  third  and  older  stubble  than  second-stubble  cane. 


Table  2.  Estimated  statewide  sugarcane  acreage  percentage  by  variety  and  crop  year,  20001. 


Plant 

1st  Stubble 

2nd  Stubble 

3rd  Stubble 

Variety 

Cane 

And  Older 

0/ 

CP  65-357 

<1 

<1 

/o 

1 

2 

CP  70-321 

6 

10 

19 

27 

CP  72-370 

1 

2 

2 

2 

CP  74-383 

<1 

<1 

<1 

1 

CP  79-318 

<1 

<1 

<1 

<1 

LCP  82-89 

<1 

1 

4 

3 

LHo  83-153 

1 

1 

2 

2 

LCP  85-384 

82 

76 

63 

56 

HoCP  85-845 

7 

8 

9 

6 

LCP  86-454 

<1 

<1 

<1 

<1 

HoCP  91-555 

<1 

<1 

<1 

<1 

Others 

<1 

<1 

<1 

<1 

Total  Acres 

136,027 

144,345 

123,305 

85,629 

Percent  Total  Crop  (%) 

27.8 

29.5 

25.2 

17.5 

'Based  on  2000  variety  survey  information  from  county  agents. 
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Varietal  makeup  by  crop  year  for  the  Teche,  River-Bayou  Lafourche,  and  Northern  Regions  is 
shown  in  Tables  4,  5,  and  6,  respectively.  LCP  85-384  is  the  major  variety  for  all  three  Regions  with 
73,  66  and  76%  of  the  total  acreage  found  in  the  Teche,  River-Bayou  Lafourche,  and  Northern 
Regions,  respectively.  CP  70-321  is  the  second  leading  variety  in  the  Teche  and  Northern  Regions 
while  HoCP  85-845  is  the  second  leading  variety  in  the  River-Bayou  Lafourche  Region.  No  other 
variety  is  found  on  more  than  3%  of  the  total  area  in  any  of  the  Regions. 

Table  3.  Estimated  sugarcane  distribution  by  Region  and  crop  year,  2000 '. 


Crop  Year 

Teche 

River  Bayou 
Lafourche 

Northern 

State 
Total 

Plant  Cane 

Acres 
% 

57,363 
26.6 

49,046 
29.0 

29,687 
28.4 

136,027 
27.8 

1st  Stubble 

Acres 

% 

64,695 
30.0 

50,568 
29.9 

28,746 

27.5 

144,345 
29.5 

2nd  Stubble 

Acres 
% 

57,579 
26.7 

44,987 
26.6 

19,861 
19.0 

123,305 

25.2 

3rd  Stubble  and  Older 

Acres 

% 

36,013 
16.7 

24,523 
14.5 

26,238 
25.1 

85,629 

17.5 

Total  Acres 

215,650 

169,124 

104,532 

489,306 

'Based  on  2000  variety  survey  information  from  county  agents. 

Table  4.  Estimated  Teche  Region  acreage  percentage  by  variety  and  crop  year,  2000'. 


Variety 


Plant 
Cane 


1st 
Stubble 


2nd  Stubble 


3rd  Stubble 
And  Older 


Total 


CP  65-357 
CP  70-321 
CP  72-370 
CP  74-383 
CP  79-3 18 
LCP  82-89 
LHo  83-153 
LCP  85-384 
HoCP  85-845 
LCP  86-454 
HoCP  91-555 
Others 


<1 

<1 

<1 

<1 

<1 

9 

15 

26 

27 

17 

1 

1 

2 

1 

1 

0 

0 

0 

<1 

<1 

<1 

<1 

1 

<1 

<1 

1 

1 

2 

2 

2 

<1 

1 

1 

1 

1 

84 

76 

62 

65 

73 

4 

5 

5 

3 

4 

<1 

<1 

<1 

<1 

<1 

1 

<1 

<1 

0 

<1 

<1 

<1 

<1 

<1 

<1 

'Based  on  2000  variety  survey  information  from  county  agents. 
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Table  5.  Estimated  River-Bayou  Lafourche  Region  sugarcane  acreage  percentage  by  variety  and 
crop  year,  2000 '. 


Plant 

1st  Stubble 

2nd  Stubble 

3rd  Stubble 

Variety 

Cane 

And  Older 

Total 

CP  65-357 

1 

1 

2 

2 

1 

CP  70-321 

3 

6 

9 

17 

8 

CP  72-370 

2 

3 

3 

2 

3 

CP  74-383 

<1 

<1 

<1 

1 

<1 

CP  79-318 

<1 

<1 

<1 

1 

<1 

LCP  82-89 

1 

2 

6 

6 

3 

LHo  83-153 

2 

3 

4 

4 

3 

LCP  85-384 

74 

69 

60 

55 

66 

HoCP  85- 

14 

15 

15 

11 

14 

LCP  86-454 

1 

1 

1 

1 

1 

HoCP  91- 

1 

<1 

<1 

<1 

<1 

Others 

<1 

<1 

<1 

<1 

<1 

'Based  on  2000  variety  survey  information  from  county  agents. 


Table  6.  Estimated  Northern  Region  sugarcane  acreage  percentage  by  variety  and  crop  year,  20001. 

1st  Stubble         2nd  Stubble         3rd  Stubble 

And  Older 


Variety 


Plant 
Cane 


Total 


CP  65-357 

<1 

<1 

1 

5 

2 

CP  70-321 

3 

4 

19 

38 

15 

CP  72-370 

<1 

1 

1 

3 

1 

CP  74-383 

0 

<1 

1 

2 

1 

CP  79-318 

<1 

<1 

0 

2 

<1 

LCP  82-89 

<1 

1 

2 

1 

1 

LHo  83-153 

<1 

<1 

<1 

<1 

<1 

LCP  85-384 

94 

91 

72 

43 

76 

HoCP  85- 

1 

3 

5 

6 

3 

LCP  86-454 

0 

<1 

<1 

0 

<1 

HoCP  91- 

<1 

0 

0 

0 

<1 

Others 

<1 

<1 

0 

<1 

<1 

'Based  on  2000  variety  survey  information  from  county  agents. 
20 


Sugarcane  variety  trends  over  the  last  five  years  are  shown  in  Table  7.  Only  one  variety,  LCP 
85-384,  increased  in  2000  from  the  previous  year.  All  other  varieties  either  decreased  or  remained 
the  same  as  reported  from  the  previous  year.  CP  70-321  declined  the  most  at  7  percentage  points 
while  LCP  82-89  declined  3%.  HoCP  85-845  remained  the  same  from  the  previous  year.  All  other 
varieties  are  grown  on  only  limited  acreages.  It  is  anticipated  that  LCP  85-384  will  continue  to  gain 
in  popularity  for  the  near  future  while  the  remaining  varieties  will  continue  to  decrease  in  total 
acreage  with  the  possible  exception  of  HoCP  91-555.  HoCP  91-555  was  only  released  for 
commercial  planting  in  1999.  At  present,  there  is  only  approximately  1,400  acres  of  this  variety 
grown  in  the  state.  Many  growers  have  planted  only  a  small  seed  plot  since  its  release  and  will  decide 
on  possible  expansion  in  the  summer  of  2001.  HoCP  91-555  is  a  high  yielding,  good  stubbling 
variety.  It  is  mostly  erect  in  growth  habit  and  suited  to  both  soldier  and  combine  harvesting.  On  the 
other  hand,  LCP  85-384  frequently  lodges  and  is  brittle  and  difficult  to  harvest  when  lodged  being 
better  suited  for  combine  harvesting. 


Table  7.  Louisiana  sugarcane  variety  trends  1996-20001 


%  of  state  total  acreage 

by  year 

Variety 

1996 

1997 

1998 

1999 

2000 

1  yr. 
Change 

CP  65-357 

10 

6 

3 

1 

1 

0 

CP  70-321 

40 

35 

29 

20 

13 

-7 

CP  72-370 

9 

7 

5 

3 

2 

-1 

CP  74-383 

3 

2 

1 

<1 

<1 

0 

CP  79-318 

3 

3 

2 

1 

<1 

-1 

LCP  82-89 

16 

10 

7 

5 

2 

-3 

LHo  83-153 

4 

4 

3 

3 

2 

-1 

LCP  85-384 

13 

29 

43 

58 

71 

+  13 

HoCP85-845 

2 

4 

6 

8 

8 

0 

LCP  86-454 

<1 

<1 

1 

1 

<1 

0 

HoCP  91-555 

<1 

<1 

<1 

<1 

<1 

0 

Others 

<1 

<1 

1 

<1 

<1 

0 

Based  on  annual  variety  survey  reports  from  county  agents  in  sugarcane-producing  parishes,  1996- 
2000. 
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Dedicated  Research  Funding  Summaries 


Scientists  who  receive  funding  from  the  League's  Dedicated  Research  Committee  are  requested  to 
prepare  a  short  summary  of  their  work  at  the  end  of  the  year.  Those  reports  will  be  published  each 
month  until  all  of  them  have  been  printed.  The  following  are  reports  from  research  during  the  year 
2000. 


DEVELOPING  INTEGRATED  WEED  MANAGEMENT  SYSTEMS  FOR  EFFICIENT 
SUGARCANE  PRODUCTION.  Edward  Richard,  Jr.,  Research  Agronomist,  USDA-ARS,  SRRC, 
Sugarcane  Research  Unit,  Houma,  LA 

A  total  of  30  field  experiments  relating  to  this  project  were  conducted  during  the  1999/2000 
growing  season.  Included  in  the  weed  control  studies  were:  at-planting  and  early  spring 
preemergence  and  layby  postemergence  application  comparisons  of:  CGA  362622,  Command, 
Distinct,  Milestone,  Spartan,  and  Valor  to  standard  applications  of  Asulox/Asulam,  Sencor,  and 
Prowl.  Weed  control  and,  more  importantly,  crop  injury  data  based  on  plot  yields  was  used  by  the 
Louisiana  Cooperative  Extension  Service's  Weed  Specialist  and  the  Louisiana  Department  of 
Agriculture  and  Forestry  to  petition  EPA  for  the  "Emergency  Use"  labeling  (Section  18)  of  both 
Command  and  Spartan. 

Following  the  1999  harvest,  three  field  studies  to  evaluate  the  impact  of  trash  blankets  following 
combine  harvesting  green  cane  were  initiated.  In  two  studies  located  on  first-stubble  fields  of  LCP 
85-384,  the  physical  removal  of  the  mulch  immediately  after  harvest  and  in  early  spring  by  either 
brushing/raking  or  burning  was  compared  to  a  no-removal  treatment  and  the  application  of  various 
fertilizer  and  micro-nutrient  blends  to  the  residue  surface.  The  latter  were  designed  to  expedite  the 
mulch's  natural  decomposition.  The  winter  decomposition  of  the  residue  was  not  increased  by  the 
surface  applications  of  N,  P,  K,  or  the  micro-nutrients,  and  cane  and  sugar  yields  were  similar 
regardless  of  whether  the  residue  was  removed  or  left  on.  Studies  conducted  previously  suggest  that 
first-stubble  fields  of  LCP  85-384  are  less  affected  by  the  mulch  layer  than  fields  of  older  stubble. 
This  same  tendency  held  true  in  2000,  especially  when  coupled  to  the  dryer  and  warmer  conditions 
of  the  early  spring.  Results  of  the  studies  did  show  that  burning  to  remove  the  mulch  could  reduce 
yields  if  it  is  delayed  until  late  March. 


REPORT  FOR  2000  RESULTS  -  WEED  CONTROL  RESEARCH  IN  SUGARCANE.  James 
L.  Griffin,  Jeffrey  M.  Ellis,  Blaine  J.  Viator,  and  Curtis  A.  Jones,  Department  of  Plant  Pathology 
and  Crop  Physiology,  Baton  Rouge,  Louisiana 

For  the  2000  growing  season,  research  was  conducted  at  the  St.  Gabriel  Research  Station  and 
Ben  Hur  Research  Farm,  and  at  off-station  sites  in  East  Baton  Rouge,  Ascension,  St.  James,  and  St. 
Martin  parishes.  Research  primarily  concentrated  on  evaluation  of  herbicides  after  planting,  in  the 
spring,  at  layby,  after  layby  over  the  top  of  cane,  and  in  fallow  fields.  Results  of  this  research  as  well 
as  research  from  previous  years  resulted  in  a  24C  (state  label)  for  use  of  Gramoxone  Extra  after  cane 
emergence  in  spring  and  section  18's  for  Spartan  after  layby  for  morningglory  control  and  for 
Command  after  planting  for  bermudagrass  control.  Several  other  herbicides  are  still  in  review  by 
EPA  with  federal  labels  pending.  This  report  briefly  highlights  the  research  results  for  the  past  year. 

22 


Our  research  continues  to  show  that  Milestone  herbicide  from  DuPont  has  a  place  in  Louisiana 
sugarcane  production.  This  herbicide  controls  seedling  johnsongrass,  itchgrass,  and  mornigglories 
(tie  vines)  with  good  soil  residual  activity.  HOCP  85-845  is  slightly  more  sensitive  to  Milestone 
when  applied  in  March  and  April  than  is  LCP  85-384  or  LCP  82-89  and  is  probably  related  to  the 
amount  of  green  foliage  present  at  application.  Even  though  injury  can  be  significant  in  some  years, 
yield  reductions  have  not  been  observed  even  when  Milestone  was  applied  after  planting,  in  the 
spring,  and  at  layby.  The  combination  of  Command  from  FMC  with  Direx/Karmex  (diuron)  can 
provide  bermudagrass  control  when  applied  before  the  weed  is  established.  Whitening  of  cane  is 
evident  if  applied  to  foliage,  but  crop  yield  reduction  has  not  been  observed.  Itchgrass  control, 
however,  has  been  inconsistent  when  applied  at  layby. 

Valor  from  Valent  provides  both  preemergence  and  postemergence  control  of  broadleaf  weeds. 
As  an  after  planting  application,  Valor  has  controlled  a  variety  of  winter  annual  weeds  including 
ryegrass.  Its  strength  as  a  spring  or  layby  application  is  broadleaf  weeds,  in  particular  morningglories, 
but  does  not  control  annual  grasses.  CGA  362622  from  Syngenta  has  only  postemergence  activity 
and  is  very  good  on  mornighglories.  Preliminary  results  show  that  the  herbicide  also  controls 
johnsongrass  and  itchgrass.  Little  data  is  available  on  cane  yield  response.  Spartan  from  FMC 
continues  to  provide  excellent  and  consistent  morningglory  control  especially  the  red  flowered 
morningglories.  Indications  are  that  Spartan  (at  the  higher  end  of  the  labeled  rates)  can  be 
incorporated  with  Treflan/Trifluralin  without  reducing  morningglory  activity. 

Velpar  K4  from  DuPont  is  a  packaged  mixture  of  Velpar  DF  and  Karmex  DF  (1 :4  ratio).  The 
combination  provides  weed  control  as  good  or  better  than  either  herbicide  applied  alone.  When 
applied  in  fallow  fields,  weed  control  to  include  itchgrass  and  seedling  johnsongrass  along  with 
broadleaf  weeds  is  excellent.  No  significant  injury  has  been  observed  when  cane  was  planted 
following  a  fallow  application  or  when  the  mixture  was  applied  immediately  after  planting  and  before 
cane  emergence.  Indications  are  that  the  mixture  will  also  have  a  place  in  spring  applications  over 
emerged  cane  and  possibly  at  layby  depending  on  label  restrictions. 

In  other  preliminary  research,  2, 4-D  was  applied  7, 5, 3,  and  1  week  before  planting  LCP  85-384 
whole  stalks  and  billets.  Plots  planted  to  billets  emerged  very  rapidly  and  uniformly.  Whole  stalk 
plantings  emerged  much  slower  and  stands  were  more  variable  when  compared  with  billets.  In  the 
fall,  no  district  differences  among  the  2, 4-D  timing  treatments  in  shoot  population  for  either  the  billet 
or  whole  stalk  plantings  were  observed  when  compared  with  the  respective  nontreated  controls.  In 
the  spring,  cane  emergence  and  development  will  be  monitored.  It  appears  that  384  may  be  less 
sensitive  to  timing  of  2, 4-D  when  compared  with  the  older  varieties  and  that  billet  planting  may  help 
to  eliminate  any  negative  effect  of  the  herbicide  on  stand  establishment. 


CANE  WASHING  LOSSES  AT  LOUISIANA  FACTORIES.  Harold  Birkett  and  Jeanie  Stein, 
Audubon  Sugar  Institute 

Delivered  cane,  washed  cane  and  cane  wash  water  were  sampled  at  several  Louisiana  factories 
during  the  2000  crop.  A  continuous  water  sample  was  obtained  using  a  variable  speed  peristaltic 
pump  to  obtain  representative  incoming  and  outgoing  cane  wash  water  samples.  The  sugar  in  the 
incoming  and  outgoing  cane  wash  water  was  determined  by  the  colorimetric  phenol-sulfuric  acid 
method.  For  the  2000  crop  wash  water  flows  were  obtained  using  a  Polysonics  Doppler  flow  meter. 
The  Doppler  type  of  non-intrusive  flow  meter  occasionally  indicates  flows  lower  than  correct.  Thus 
cane  washing  sugar  losses  reported  for  the  2000  crop  should  be  considered  as  minimum  values. 
During  the  1998  and  1999  crops,  the  cane  wash  water  flows  were  assumed  to  be  the  same  as  the  rated 
pump  capacity.  For  the  2000  crop  cane  washing  losses  varied  from  2.5  to  10  lbs  sugar  per  ton  of  cane 
and  averaged  6.15  lbs  sugar/ton  cane.  Cane  washing  efficiency  varied  from  5  to  78%,  while  the 
quantity  of  entrained  cane  wash  water  varied  from  nil  to  24%  of  the  cane  weight. 
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In  addition  to  the  sugar  losses  caused  by  cane  washing,  the  efficiency  of  the  washing  operation 
and  the  quantity  of  cane  wash  water  entrained  by  the  washed  cane  were  determined.  The  following 
table  summarizes  the  results  obtained  over  the  last  three  years. 


Washing  Entrained  Cane  Sugar  Lost, 

Year  Efficiency,  %  Wash  Water  %  Cane  Lbs/ton  cane 


1998 

45.55 

1999 

58.93 

2000 

37.16 

9.66  8.22 

5.08  8.03 

7.57  6.15 


MEETING  THE  CHALLENGES  OF  INCREASING  SUGAR  YIELDS  THROUGH  VARIETY 
TESTING  AND  SPECIALTY  STUDIES.  Edwis  Dufrene,  Donnie  Garrison  and  Benjamin 
Legendre.  USDA-ARS,  SRRC,  Sugarcane  Research  Unit,  Houma,  LA 

Nine  varieties  from  the  1998  assignment  series,  thirty-nine  varieties  from  the  1999  assignment 
series,  and  sixty-one  varieties  from  the  2000  assignment  series  were  planted  to  three  infield  and  five 
nursery  trials  in  2000.  Seven  infield  trials  and  seventeen  nursery  trials  were  harvested  in  2000.  These 
tests  included  varieties  from  the  1995  assignment  series  through  the  1999  assignment  series.  Besides 
these  yield  trials,  a  date  of  planting  test  was  replanted  in  2000.  This  test  was  enhanced  so  that  the 
effect  of  date  of  planting  on  billet  planted  cane  can  be  evaluated  also.  Three  date  of  planting  tests 
were  harvested  in  2000 

EVALUATION  OF  SACCHARUM  SPONTANEUM  (BASIC)  GERMPLASM  FOR  USE  IN 
DEVELOPING  HIGH  YIELDING  SUGARCANE  CULTIVARS.  Tom  Tew,  Edwis  Dufrene, 
Donnie  Garrison,  Michael  Grisham,  Yong-Bao  Pan,  Ed  Richard  and  William  White.  USDA-ARS, 
Sugarcane  Research  Unit,  Houma,  LA. 

The  purpose  of  the  basic  breeding  program  is  to  develop  breeding  lines  that  contain  one  or  more 
desirable  traits  from  wild  species  of  sugarcane.  In  the  spring  of  2000,  some  14,000  seedlings  from 
commercial  x  basic  crosses  (made  during  Oct-Dec  1999)  were  planted  in  the  field.  In  the  fall  of  2000, 
some  27  basic  clones  were  selected  from  more  advanced  stages  of  selection  process,  largely  on  the 
basis  of  overall  vigor.  These  selected  clones  were  given  permanent  US  numbers  (example,  US  00- 
0 1 6)  and  established  in  cans  for  use  in  the  200 1  basic  breeding  program.  During  the  selection  process 
in  the  fall  of  2000,  one  basic  clone  was  advanced  from  a  second  line  trial  into  a  commercial  increase 
nursery  preparatory  to  infield  yield  testing,  and  given  a  commercial  number,  namely  HoCP  00-961 . 
This  was  the  only  commercial  candidate  advanced  from  second  line  this  year  that  had  a  significantly 
greater  number  of  stalks  in  first  ratoon  than  LCP  85-384.  From  Oct-Dec  2000,  over  140  crosses  were 
made  that  involved  at  least  one  basic  parent.  Several  crosses  were  made  with  original  (wild)  basic 
parents  this  year,  with  specific  objectives  in  mind,  including  the  retention  of  rhizomatous  growth  habit 
for  enhanced  ratooning  ability.  As  a  means  of  increasing  the  number  of  basic  crosses  that  can  be 
made  at  Houma  without  increasing  the  size  of  the  facilities,  research  is  underway  to  evaluate  the 
effectiveness  of  stalk  miniaturization  prior  to  flower  induction.  Sugarcane  clones  are  being  kept 
miniaturized  by  planting  them  in  6-inch  pots  (rather  than  8-gal  buckets)  and  only  allowing  one  stalk 
to  develop/pot.  Preliminary  results  using  flowers  from  these  miniaturized  plants  during  2000  were 
quite  favorable  and  were  the  basis  for  some  of  the  funds  requested  in  2001.  Finally,  we  evaluated 
original  basic  and  basic-derivative  clones  while  at  Canal  Point,  Florida  and  at  the  World  Collection 
in  Miami  in  the  summer  of  2000.  A  few  of  these  clones  were  sent  to  the  Belts ville,  Maryland 
Quarantine  Facility  for  evaluation  and  future  planting  at  Houma  for  use  in  our  basic  breeding 
program. 
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<  I  t\\ll  II I  \  -  r€C  SALE 


10  -  10  ton  Direct  Haul  Billet  Wagons;  2-12- 
ton  Direct  Haul  Billet  Wagons.  All  with  Davis 
running  gear.  Some  with  13.6  x  28  and  some 
12.4  x  24.  Call  (225)  473-4303  day  or  (225) 
473-7098  evening. 

3  Chop  Cane  Trailers  -  3  years  old.  Call  Carol 
Hymel  at  (225)  268-4690  or  Brian  Hymel  at 
(504)415-4137. 

5-14  ton  Billet  Cane  Wagons  with  Davis 
running  gears  (2  Thompson,  3  Davis)  -  $8,000 
each  or  negotiable.  Call  (225)  648-3259. 

1988  Broussard  Model  223  Two  Row 
Harvester  cab  &  air  extended  front  end, 
extended  piling  gate  JD  power.  Excellent 
condition.  Call  Sidney  Andras  (985)  446-1 129 
day  or  night. 

1996  2-row  LaCane  Tiger  Loader,  2,000  hrs., 
excellent  condition  -  $53,000;  20  -  New  16.9x28 
Rl  W  tires  -  $325  each;  20  -  New  16.9x30  Rl  W 
tires  -  $425  each.  Call  (337)  879-7932  (W) 
leave  message. 

1988  Int'l  Truck  -  $9,500;    Auto  Planter  - 

$3,500.  Call  Johnny  McCollum  at  (504)  446- 
0136. 

3  Whole  Stalk  Wagons  with  Quick  Hitches, 
extra  hubs  and  wheels;  2  Air  Conditioner  units 
for  Tractor,  Loader  or  Harvester  Cabs. 
Complete  running  gear  for  14  foot  Baturing 
Woods  Shredder;  Lilliston  Hoes;  Butane 
Tank  and  Cane  Burner.  Call  Russell  Judice  at 
(337)  394-4727. 

Austoft  Cane  Combine  ready  to  cut  -  $30,000 
or  will  consider  trade;  Single  Row  Broussard 
Cane  Cutter.  Call  Erne  Plessala,  Jr.  At  (337) 
229-8409. 

Family  Farm  equipment:  4  sets  Direct  Haul 
Chain  Net  Wagons,  13.6x24  grader  tires.  Call 
(337)  365-5036  night  or  day  or  (337)  373-7791 
and  ask  for  Thomas. 


(2)  4ft.  Automatic  Cane  Planters  with 
Louviere  valve  equipped  $1,700  per  planter; 
Large  Bayou  Service  Planters  Aid  -  3  yrs  old 
$3,200;  Thompson  3-row  Cultivator  with  off 
bar  $300;  Homemade  V-plow  with  cylinder 
$200;  1990  Model  2-Row  Broussard 
Harvester  -  $30,000;  1986  Model  SP  1800 
4WD  Cameco  Cane  Loader  -  $27,000; 
Lincoln  Gas  Welding  Machine  on  trailer  with 
new  engine  and  armature  -  $  1 ,700;  45  ft.  Float 
Trailer  with  new  24.5  tires  -  $2,500;  Cane 
Transloader  Grab  for  John  Deere  Excavator  - 
$500;  (6)  Wholestalk  Cane  Transloader 
Wagons  with  Davis  running  gear  $500  per 
wagon;  (4)  Wholestalk  Cane  Trailers  for 
trucks  -  make  offer.  Call  Troy  Canella  at  (225) 
687-1608. 

1991  Austoft  for  salvage,  400  hours  on  new 
undercarriage,  3  days  running  on  complete  new 
elevator- $10,000.  Will  sell  part  or  all.  Call 
Roy  at  (318)  452-8001  or  Butch  at  (318)  452- 
8000. 

1997  Cameco  10  ton  High  Dump  Billet 
Wagon  -  $20,000;  JD  200  LC  Excavator  ( 1 800 
hours)  with  hydraulic  thumb,  quick  coupler, 
digging  bucket,  clean-out  bucket,  &  V-bucket  - 
$130,000;  1999  Shop  Made  3-row  3-point 
hitch  Fertilizer  Applicator  with  500  gal.  tank, 
hydraulic  pump,  &  coulter  knives  -  $2,500. 
From  family  operation.  Call  (225)  627-4862 
(leave  a  message)  or  (225)  627-9459  (evenings). 

1983  Single-row  Broussard  Harvester,  freshly 
painted,  double  ends  &  scroll,  CAT  3208 
engine,  New  18-4-38  tires,  with  pulling  wheel, 
shredder  topper  -  $10,000;  JD  4840  freshly 
painted  with  new  trans  &  engine  overhauled  in 
'97  -  $12,000;  3-row  Bottom  Trip  Plow  Int'l, 
freshly  painted,  heavy  duty  and  gauge  wheels  - 
$3,000;  Int'l  3-row  Chopper  -  $650.  Call 
Damian  Pierre  at  (337)  229-6932. 

1993  Cameco  CHT  2500  Chopper  Harvester. 

Call  David  Jarreau  at  (25)  937-0846  (day)  or 
(225)  627-9577  (evenings). 
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classifieds  -  rcc  sale 


1996  JD  7400  High-Clearance  MFWD  Cab  & 
Air;  (3)  Int'l  1066  Hi-Crop  Tractors;  1977 
1466  Int'l  Low-Clearance  Tractor;  5120 
MFWD  Case  Int'l  Tractor;  Cameco  220 
MFWD  Tractor;  (3)  Thompson  3-rows  (2 
with  off  bars  &  fenders  &  1  without);  Seven- 
row  300  Gallon  Sprayer  with  Hydraulic 
Boom  pump  &  valves;  3-row  Ferguson  Tiller 
set  up  for  cane  planting;  3-row  Row-Marker; 
3-row  Lilliston  Cultivator;  3-row  Sub-Soiler; 
Amco  15'  offset  heavy  duty  Disc;  12'  Chisel 
Plow;  10'  Chisel  Plow;  15'  Field  Cultivator; 
18'  Hydraulic  Fold  Do-AIl;  12'  Do-AIl;  Woods 
Ditch  Bank  Clipper  Hydraulic  Fold  PTO 
Driven;  14'  Bush  Hog;  1982  Cameco  S32  Two- 
Row  Harvester  Cab  &  Air;  1990  LaCane 
Two-row  4-wheel  drive  Tiger  Loader  cab  & 
air;  1987  Cameco  SP1800  four-wheel  drive 
Loader  with  Chain  Piler  &  cab;  Case  Tractor 
with  Cameco  Loader;  Thompson  Single  Row 
Harvester;  Dondi  Rotary  Ditchers;  (2) 
Thompson  Ditchers;  (2)  Ferguson  Drain 
Machines;  3-row  Sprayer  with  saddle  tanks, 
racks,  valves,  &  hydraulic  pump;  Ditch  bank 
covered  sprayer;  Thompson  Home-made  4- 
row;  (2)  Int'l  Drain  Machines;  V-Ditcher; 
LeBlanc  Drain  Machine;  KT  15'  Tandem 
Disc  with  extra  parts;  (2)  Allis  Chalmers 
Bottom  Plows  (4  bottom  -  5  bottom);  3-row 
Cane  Packer  on  wheels;  (2)  Single-row  Tillers 
-  1  Ferguson  &  1  Howard;  Small  Dirt  Scoop; 
(3)  Push  Back  Planters  Aids;  3-row  Cap  Off 
Plow;  Field  Cultivator  with  Extra  Parts;  50  gal. 
Anhydrous  Ammonia  Tank;  (2)  500  gal. 
Ammonia  Tanks  on  Wheels;  (2)  Single-row 
Shavers;  Single-row  chopper  with  Butane 
Tank  &  Hydraulic  Burner;  (3)  Single-row  Cap 
Off  Plows;  (2)  Sets  of  Single-row  Choppers; 
Hydraulic  Row  Markers;  Tractor  Bumper; 
(3)  Cameco  Direct  Haul  Chain  Net  Tandem 
Wagons;  Cameco  Direct  Haul  Single  Axle 
Wagon;  3-row  Cane  Picker;  Cameco  28"  & 


30"  Tires  &  Wheels;  Single-row  Sub-Soiler 
with  Chopper  &  Packer;  Hydraulic  Ditch  Bank 
Clipper;  (3)  Drum  Planters;  6  Middle 
Busters;  (4)  Rolling  Cutters;  Set  of  Gage 
Wheels,  no  tires;  (2)  Shoemaker  3-rows;  300 
gal.  Spray  Tank  with  frame;  500  gal.  Elevated 
Water  Tank;  Numerous  Int'l  1066  Parts;  Int'l 
Weights;  Set  of  12.4  x  38  Clamp  on  Duals;  Set 
of  12.4  x  36  Screw  on  Duals;  Set  of  18.4  x  38 
Clamp  on  Duals;  Set  of  15.5  x  38  Screw  on 
Duals;  Set  of  Farmall  MV  Wheels  &  Tires; 
Front  Wheels  for  1466  (16"  &  20");  Set  of 
Tank  Mounts  &  Racks;  Case  830  &  730 
Engines,  transmissions  &  rear  ends;  Allis 
Chalmers  D-19  Tractor  parts;  Head  Ache 
Rack  for  Dually  Pickup;  Numerous  Hydraulic 
Cylinders;  Thompson  Wheels  for  Wagons. 
Call  John  Falcon,  Jr.  at  (225)  473-6162  (home) 
or  (225)  717-0296  (mobile). 

1992  Cameco  S-30  Single-row  Harvester,  cab 

&  air  with  extended  gate  and  front  end  to 
accommodate  4-rows  in  one,  gathering  arms 
have  been  extended.  Front  wheel  pull. 
Excellent  Condition  -  $42,000.  Call  (337)  276- 
4547  office,  (337)  276-4778  home,  or  (337) 
276-7070  shop. 

Ingersol  Dresser  Model  14  well  head  - 
$11,000;  Thomson  3-row  Cultivator  w/off 
bars  -  $2,250;  ;  Shop  Made  Land  Leveler  - 
$800;  Shop  Made  Spray  Rig  Boomer  -  $450; 
Huval  Ditcher  -  $500.  Call  Gary  Lavergne  @ 
(337)  945-7988  mobile  or  (337)  942-5370 
home. 

WANTED:     10  ton  Hi  Dump  Wagons  30" 

tires,  rocking  tandem.  Call  Ronald  Gonsoulin  at 
(337)365-1 674  (night)  or  (337)  364-46 1 5  (day). 


WANTED:   Hi-Dump   Wagon. 

Plessala,  Jr.  at  (337)  229-8409. 


Call   Erne 


TELL  THEM  YCL  SAW  IT  IN  THE  CLASSIFIEDS!!! 
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1,000  acres.  12-hour  days.  4  seasons. 


:M^;^^mm^, 


«;^^:i^ 


One  bank. 

Seasons  change.  The  weather's  unpredictable.  Through  it  all,  there's  one  constant  on  which 
farmers,  both  large  and  small,  know  they  can  rely:  the  Land  Bank. 

For  more  than  80  years,  we've  been  rolling  up  our  sleeves  and  helping  farmers  just  like  you. 
We're  locally  owned  and  operated,  and  ready  to  lend  you  a  financial  hand.  Whether  you're 
looking  to  buy  more  land,  update  equipment,  or  even  refinance  existing  debt. 

For  a  financial  partner  who  works  as  hard  for  your  money  as  you  do,  call  the  folks  at  the  Land 
Bank.  We'll  help  your  business  grow. 


LATMDBATMK 


Part  of  the  fabric  of  rural  life. 


FEDERAL  LAND  BANK  ASSOCIATION,  FLCA 

1-877-648-LAND 

Call  now  for  information,  or  to  apply  for  a  loan  to  buy,  build,  improve,  or  refinance.  f£fr 

You  can  also  visit  us  at  www.louisianalandbank.com.  lT"m" 
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COMMERCIAL  MEMBERS  OF  THE 

AMERICAN  SUGAR  CANE  LEAGUE  OF  THE  U.S.A.,  INC. 


The  Bank  of  Commerce 

P.  O.  Box  517,  White  Castle,  LA  70788 

BASF  (formerly  American  Cyanamid) 

P.  O.  Box  10955,  New  Iberia,  LA  70562 

Bayer  Corporation 

300  Legacy  Dr.,  Pineville,  LA  71360 

Broussard,  Bush  &  Hurst,  Inc. 

11764  Haymarket  Dr.,  Baton  Rouge,  LA  70816 

Broussard  Cane  Equipment,  LLC 

P.  O.  Box  2869,  Parks,  LA  70582 

CAMECO  Industries,  Inc. 

P.  O.  Box  968,  Thibodaux,  LA  70302 

Cane  Equipment  Cooperative,  Inc. 

25265  Hwy.  1  South,  Plaquemine,  LA  70764 

Case  IH 

441  E.  Magnolia  St.,  Eunice,  LA  70535 

Coastal  Sugar  Producers  Co-op  Association 

P.  O.  Box  1509,  Winnie,  TX  77665 

CoBank 

Jackson  Region,  P.O.  Box  99 
Madison,  MS  39110 

Cost  Management  Services,  Inc. 

A  Member  Company  of  Huval  Insurance  Group 
;    P.  O.  Box  80978,  Lafayette,  LA  70598-0978 

The  Cottonport  Bank 

|    P.  O.  Box  367,  Cottonport,  LA  71327 

Dravo  Lime  Company 

Pelican  State  Division 

12797  Scenic  Highway,  Baton  Rouge,  LA  70807 

Duplantier,  Hrapmann,  Hogan  &  Maher 

Certified  Public  Accountants 

1340  Poydras  St.,  Suite  2000,  New  Orleans,  LA  70112 

Dupont  Ag  Products 

458  McCown  Rd.,  Welsh,  LA  70591 

Estes  Refractory 

P.  O.  Box  94,  Jeanerette,  LA  70544 

First  South  ACA 

P.  O.  Box  667,  Thiboduax,  LA  70302 
P.  O.  Box  10908,  New  Iberia,  LA  70562 

Gulf  Engineers  &  Consultants,  Inc. 

9357  Interline  Ave.,  Baton  Rouge,  LA  70809 

Helena  Chemical  Company 

P.  O.  Box  1123,  Thibodaux,  LA  70301 
P.  O.  Box  484,  Crowley,  LA  70527 

Hibernia  National  Bank 

P.  O.  Box  3597,  Baton  Rouge,  LA  70821 
P.  O.  Box  819,  Thibodaux,  LA  70302 


Kleentek 

4004  Walnut  Drive,  New  Iberia,  LA  70563 

Louisiana  Commerce  &  Trade  Assn. 

(Specializing  in  Workman's  Comp  and  other  Commercial  Insurance) 
1010  Florida  Blvd.,  Baton  Rouge,  LA  70802 

Louisiana  Federal  Land  Bank  Association 

P.  O.  Box  432,  Opelousas,  LA  70571 
P.  O.  Box  1208,  Port  Allen,  LA  70767 

Material  Resources,  Inc. 

P.  O.  Box  1183,  Port  Allen,  LA  70767 

Monsanto 

204  Cresthill,  Youngsville,  LA  70592 

M  &  L  Industries 

1210  St.  Charles  St.,  Hourna,  LA  70360 
3811  Hwy.  90  East,  Broussard,  LA  70518 
5810  Airline  Hwy,  Baton  Rouge,  LA  70805 

M.J.  Naquin,  Inc. 

205  Arms  St.,  Thibodaux,  LA  70301 

Nadler,  Inc. 

P.  O.  Box  359,  Plaquemine,  LA  70765 

Ouachita  Fertilizer 

3714  Old  Spanish  Trail  E.,  New  Iberia,  LA  70560 

Plaquemine  Bank  &  Trust 

P.  O.  Box  626,  Plaquemine,  LA  70765-0626 

Quality  Industries 

118  W.  Main,  P.  O.  Box  406,  Thibodaux,  LA  70302 

Regions  Bank 

P.  O.  Box  11240,  New  Iberia,  LA  70562-1240 
P.  O.  Box  587,  Franklin,  LA  70538 

Rohm  &  Haas 

503  S.  Michot  Dr.,  Lafayette,  LA  70508 

Southern  Agribusiness  Associates 

120  Southpointe  Dr.,  Suite  B,  Jackson,  MS  39212 

Spectra-Physics  Laserplane 

703  Fragala,  Rayville,  LA  71269 

3-D  Chemical,  Inc. 

P.  O.  Box  607,  St.  Martinville,  LA  70582 

Viking  Trailers 

803  W.  Seale  St.,  Nacagdoches,  TX  75964 

Voorhies  Supply  Co.,  Inc. 

P.  O.  Box  12950,  New  Iberia,  LA  70562 

Washington  State  Bank 

P.  O.  Box  128,  Washington,  LA  70589 

Westway  Trading  Corp. 

365  Canal  St.,  Suite  2200,  New  Orleans,  LA  70130 

Whitney  National  Bank 

228  St.  Charles  Ave.,  New  Orleans,  LA  70130 
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U  P  FRONT  WITH  THE    LEAGUE 


By  ChoHie  Meldncon 


Cune  Burning 


Imagine  that  some  of  you  are  wondering 
why  I  would  be  even  thinking  about  a 
function  of  the  harvest  process  in  August. 
With  so  many  other  things  on  the  "front  burners," 
one  would  think  that  I  should  wait  until 
September  to  write  anything  along  this  line. 
Well,  I'm  beginning  to  think  that  I  may  need  to 
!  write  something  every  month  in  hopes  of  having 
the  importance  of  proper  procedures  in  burning 
of  your  fields  "sink  in,"  as  my  Momma  would 
always  say.  For  the  past  several  years,  articles 
have  been  written  about  adherence  to  Burning 
BMP's,  attention  to  your  neighbors,  whether  it 
be  subdivisions,  schools,  hospitals,  and  for  that 
matter  with  the  standing  burn,  no  nearby 
neighbors  at  all. 

You're  probably  asking  yourself,  "where  is 
he  going  with  this?"  I  am  sure  that  may  be  the 
question  in  most  of  your  minds.  Well,  if  you 
haven't  heard  or  seen,  there  are  a  couple  of 
lawyers  out  of  Baton  Rouge  who  have  filed  a 
suit  against  one  of  your  fellow  growers.  And, 
now,  they  appear  to  be  trying  to  move  this  thing 
to  a  class  action  suit.  Forget  the  fact  that  this 
farmer  is  very  conscientious,  practices  his 
religion  faithfully,  has  a  beautiful  family,  is  active 
in  community  and  social  activities  in  his  area, 
and  would  probably  be  referred  to  as  a  model 
citizen.  He  is  being  sued!  And,  what  has  that 
got  to  do  with  you? 

His  insurance  company  is  endeavoring  to 
defend  him,  as  they  should.  And,  the  positive 
outcome  of  his  case  appears  to  be  within  reach. 
But,  at  least  one  major  insurance  carrier  of  farm 


liability  is  reviewing  its  comprehensive  farm 
coverage  that  has  been  provided  for  all  these 
years,  and  it  is  rumored  that  there  may  be  some 
exclusions  forthcoming.  Exclusions  for  what? 
Burning  of  crops  in  the  field?  Drift  of  herbicides 
and  pesticides  from  spraying  activity  on  your 
farm?  And,  maybe  others?  And  where  does 
that  leave  you,  not  to  mention  him.  In  insurance 
terminology;  NO  COVERAGE!  Zippo,  Nada, 
Big  "O"  .  .  . 

Class  action  suits  say  that  you  are  all  wrong. 
Every  cane  farmer  that  burns.  Rightly  or 
wrongly,  you  will  have  to  defend  yourself  and 
your  farm.  And,  I  personally  know  and  feel  that 
the  vast  majority  of  you  are  trying  to  do  what  is 
right.  And,  for  that,  I  commend  you.  The  main 
concern  I  have  is  that  when  the  insurance  carriers 
decide  they  want  to  exclude  coverages,  then  that 
leaves  you  with  no  defense,  not  to  mention  no 
coverage !  Defense  costs  alone  can  eat  a  terribly 
big  hole  in  anyone's  pocket.  Often  times  that 
cost  is  more  than  the  claim  itself.  So,  I  wish  to 
repeat  that  which  has  been  spoken  to  all  of  you 
at  some  time  in  the  past  several  years.  Be 
extremely  careful,  cautious,  and  diligent  in  your 
fields.  If  the  day  is  a  marginal  one,  opt  not  to 
burn  rather  than  to  burn.  I  would  hate  to  see 
someone  lose  their  farm  and  their  life's  hard  work 
over  a  little  smoke.  But  guys,  that's  what  it  may 
be  coming,  too.  It  will  be  too  late  to  correct  any 
of  your  actions  in  the  field  the  day  the  sheriff's 
deputy  delivers  the  summons  or  you  receive  the 
suit  documents  in  the  mail.  On  this  one,  you 
really  do  need  to  think  about  it.  Very  seriously! 


Public  Relations  Effort 

The  League  is  planning  to  do  some  P.R. 
"Stuff  just  before  the  start  of  grinding.  It  is 
proposed  that  some  ads  be  run  in  local 
newspapers  throughout  the  sugar  belt 
addressing  traditions  and  how  we  are  making 
attempts  to  change  some  of  those  for  the 
betterment  of  the  community  in  which  each  of 
you  operate.  Additionally,  one  of  the  main 
problems,  and  probably  the  hardest  thing  to 
accomplish,  is  prior  communication  with  our 
neighbors.  There  has  been  much  discussion  on 
this  subject.  But,  people  who  have  had  some 
contact  prior  to  an  event,  and  who  know  the 
event  is  coming  (such  as  burning),  are  far  more 
tolerant  of  the  operation  than  if  they  didn't 
know.  The  truth  be  known,  it  allows  for  them 
to  prepare  for  such  events.  If  they  know  you 
may  be  burning  a  field  in  advance,  they  can 
close  the  house  up,  go  shopping  or  to  a  movie, 
or  do  something  else  if  such  things  do  bother 


them.  Even  if  nothing  comes  their  way,  they 
have  been  communicated  with.  And,  that  is  very 
important  to  people.  We  hope  to  address  that 
aspect  and  provide  a  mechanism,  for  those  who 
wish  to  use  it,  and  for  growers  to  utilize  and 
communicate.  It's  a  start!  It  may  not  be  perfect, 
but  your  involvement  is  needed.  Then,  for  next 
year,  give  us  your  thoughts  of  how  to  make  it 
better.  It's  your  industry  and  your  League. 


UAP 

MIDSOUTH 


Thibodaux,  LA 
(504)  447-4081 

New  Roads,  LA 
(225)  638-8343 


Jeanerette,  LA 
(337)  276-5051 

Lemann's  Farm  Supply 
Donaldsonville,  LA 
(225)  473-7927 
Satellite  Plant 


Your  Trust  is  Important  To  Us 

Confidence  and  trust  in  a  financial  institution  is  something  that  is  earned. 

It  starts  with  employees  who  are  knowledgeable,  qualified  and 

dedicated  to  providing  good  service. 

At  First  South  Agricultural  Credit  Association,  your  trust  is  important  to  us. 


■ 
Dean  Martin 

Thibodaux 
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Give  us  a  call! 
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WASHINGTON  UPDATE 


By  Don  Wallace 


House  Committee  Approves 
Economic  /\ssistc*nc:&  Pooko^j 


A  relief  bill  worth  $5.5  billion  passed 
the  House  Agriculture  Committee  by 
one  vote.  Members  voted  24-23  in 
favor  of  a  package  authored  by  Representatives 
Charles  Stenholm  (D-TX)  and  John  Boehner  (R- 
OH)  that  will  provide  assistance  to  farmers 
before  the  end  of  the  current  fiscal  year  on 
September  30. 

The  Stenholm-Boehner  package  was  a 
substitute  amendment  to  a  bill  offered  by 
Chairman  Larry  Combest  (R-TX)  that  would 
have  provided  $6.5  billion.  The  Combest 
proposal  included  an  additional  $  1  billion  that 
would  have  had  to  be  spent  in  early  FY  2002  to 
stay  within  the  terms  of  a  budget  resolution 
agreed  to  by  Congress  and  the  Bush 
Administration  that  limits  FY  2001  farm 
assistance  to  $5.5  billion.  Included  among  this 
additional  $1  billion  in  the  Combest  package 
was  a  proposal  to  eliminate  the  marketing 
assessment  on  sugar  producers. 

The  Stenholm-Boehner  amendment  does  not 
include  assistance  for  sugar  producers.  It  also 
limits  spending  to  FY  2001  by  reducing,  on  a 
pro  rata  basis,  other  items  in  the  Combest 
proposal  so  that  the  entire  package  fits  within 
$5.5  billion.  Among  other  items,  included  in 
the  Stenholm-Boehner  amendment  is  $4.6 
billion  for  supplemental  market  assistance 
payments  to  individuals  receiving  an  AMTA 
payment,  $423  million  for  oilseeds,  $54.2 
million  for  peanuts,  and  $84.7  million  for 
cottonseed  assistance. 

The  Senate  Agriculture  Committee  is 


expected  to  mark  up  its  economic  assistance  bill 
in  the  next  couple  of  weeks,  so  that  a  final 
package  can  be  approved  by  both  chambers 
before  Congress  recesses  in  August. 

House  and  Senate  Farm  Bill  Update 

Now  that  it  has  finished  work  on  an  economic 
assistance  bill,  the  House  Agriculture  Committee 
plans  to  spend  July  marking  up  a  new  farm  bill. 
The  U.S.  sugar  industry  was  invited  to  testify 
for  a  second  time  before  the  Committee  on  July 
18.  Jack  Roney,  Director  of  Economics  and 
Policy  Analysis  for  the  American  Sugar  Alliance, 
testified  on  behalf  of  the  industry.  The  current 
farm  bill  is  not  set  to  expire  until  after  the  2002 
crop,  but  continuing  problems  in  virtually  every 
commodity  is  pushing  Congress  to  write  a  new 
farm  bill  before  the  end  of  this  year. 

The  Senate  Agriculture  Committee  has  begun 
hearings  in  preparation  for  its  own  farm  bill  draft. 
Roney  testified  July  17  on  behalf  of  the  domestic 
sugar  industry  and  hearings  are  expected  to 
continue  through  July.  Some  members  may  hold 
field  hearings  in  their  respective  states  during 
the  August  recess.  Though  Congress  is 
scheduled  to  adjourn,  sine  die,  in  early  October, 
most  observers  expect  both  chambers  to  remain 
in  session  until  much  later,  which  should  enable 
legislators  to  continue  work  on  a  farm  bill  that 
could  be  concluded  this  year. 

USDA  Includes  Supplemental  Assistance  in 
Amber  Box 

The  USDA  has  decided  to  report  $10  billion 


of  assistance  provided  to  farmers  by  Congress 
in  1998  as  trade-distorting  "amber  box"  support 
within  the  terms  of  the  World  Trade  Organization 
(WTO)  rules.  All  signatories  to  the  WTO  are 
limited  to  previously  agreed  levels  of  amber  box 
support  they  can  provide  to  their  farmers.  The 
effect  of  the  amber  box  classification  is  to  limit 
the  amount  of  similar  assistance  available  to 
farmers  as  Congress  prepares  a  new  farm  bill. 

The  $10  billion  in  assistance  was  provided 
by  Congress  to  farmers  as  a  part  of  the  1998 
emergency  farm  relief  package  approved  that 
year.  Congress  has  also  provided  emergency 
farm  relief  in  each  year  since  1998.  Total 
emergency  relief  provided  to  farmers  in  the  last 
four  years  is  nearly  $30  billion. 

In  protest  over  the  USDA  decision,  House 
Agriculture  Committee  Chairman  Larry 
Combest  (R-TX)  withdrew  his  support  as  a  co- 
sponsor  for  a  bill  that  would  authorize  Trade 


Promotion  Authority,  formerly  known  as  fast- 
track  negotiating  authority,  to  President  Bush. 

USDA  WASDE  July  Report  on  US  Sugar 
Supply  and  Use  Released 

The  USDA  released  its  July  World 
Agricultural  Supply  and  Demand  Estimates 
(WASDE)  report  for  sugar  supply  and  use. 
Projected  U.S.  sugar  supply  and  use  for  fiscal 
year  2001/2002  increased  40,000  short  tons.  For 
2000/0 1 ,  beet  sugar  production  decreased  75,000 
shorts  tons,  raw  value.  Cane  sugar  production 
was  increased  115,000  short  tons.  Louisiana 
production  projection  is  1.725  million  tons. 
Total  use  is  increased  due  to  expected  CCC  sales 
of  50,000  tons  to  ethanol  producers.  The 
estimated  2000/01  end  of  season  stocks-to-use 
ratio  is  18.6  percent,  down  from  19.3  percent 
last  month. 
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Ogf  WE  STILL  MAKE 

^^  ONE-ROW  PLANTERS 

TO  PLANT  WHOLE  STALK  OR  BILLETS ! 


AVAILABLE 

planting  rates 
up  to  50  acres 
per  day! 


See  the 
3 -Mow  Planter  in 
ACTION!  Call  today 
for  a  free  video! 

"...  the  Heame  3-Row  Billet 
Planter  paid  for  itself  th  e  first 
year  in  labor  costs  alone!  It 
was  the  most  stress  free  plant- 
ing season  we've  ever  had  and 
this  spring,  we  had  excellent 
stands  of  plant  cane" 

-  L.B.  Maringouin,  LA 


Place  Your  Order  Today  -  Call, 


HEARNE   CONSULTING  INC. 
337/942/8180    2440  POWERS  AVE.  OPELOUSAS,  LA  70570 


ON  THE  FARM 


By  Windell  R.  Jdckson,  Ar^onomist 


Using  Herbicides 


At  the  time  this  article  is  being  written 
(mid- July)  much  of  the  fallow  ground 
is  covered  in  grass.  Growers  have  not 
been  able  to  keep  their  fallow  ground  clean  due 
to  rains  of  the  last  month  or  so.  With  many 
growers  wanting  to  start  planting  within  the 
next  three  weeks,  the  question  arises  as  whether 
to  plow  or  to  use  herbicides  to  clean  the  weedy 
fields.  In  a  discussion  with  Dr.  Ed  Richard, 
weed  specialist  and  now  research  leader  at  the 
USDA/ARS  research  facility  in  Houma,  LA, 
he  suggested  that  growers  with  fields  which  are 
up  in  rows  and  infested  with  johnsongrass  and 
bermudagrass  should  look  at  spraying  these 
fields  with  a  glyphosate  to  kill  the  rhizomes  of 
these  pests.  In  research  data  over  a  large 
number  of  years,  the  highest  yields  have  come 
from  fields  that  were  up  in  rows  three  to  four 
weeks  before  planting.  This  is  even  more 
important  should  the  weather  turn  dry  and  the 
moisture  in  the  field  evaporate.  Who  knows 
what  the  weather  will  do,  in  that  it  may  stop 
raining  and  the  planting  season  may  turn  very 
dry. 

On  the  subject  of  fallow  ground  that  is  still 
on  the  flat,  Dr.  Ed  suggests  that  if  there  is  any 
amount  of  johnsongrass  or  bermudagrass  in  a 
field,  it  should  also  be  sprayed  with  a 
glyphosate.  Then  comes  the  hard  part;  allowing 
the  glyphosate  to  work  for  seven  days  before 
drawing  rows.  On  the  other  hand,  if  the  fallow 
ground  is  free  of  these  two  pests  then  rows 
should  be  drawn  as  soon  as  the  weather  will 
allow.   If  johnsongrass  or  bermudagrass  start 


to  infest  these  fields,  they  should  be  sprayed  at 
least  seven  days  before  planting.  One  of  the 
keys  to  making  the  most  production  with  any 
variety,  and  especially  with  LCP  85-384 
because  of  its  stubbling  ability,  is  to  keep  the 
amount  of  johnsongrass  and  bermudagrass  in 
fields  as  low  as  possible.  This  starts  with  the 
elimination  of  weeds  in  the  fallow  year.  Dr. 
Ed  also  suggests  that  if  a  grower  does  not  have 
his  herbicide  sprayer  on  the  tractor  that  is  used 
to  cover  or  to  pack  after  planting,  then  the 
tractor  with  the  spray-rig  should  be  next  in  line. 
Do  not  give  weeds  any  chance  to  get  started! 
Many  growers  have  questions  about  the 
yielding  ability  of  some  of  the  older 
commercial  varieties,  and  about  the  yield 
potential  of  any  new  varieties  they  may  be 
receiving  in  the  near  future.  The  results  from 
the  harvest  of  outfield  tests  are  usually  printed 
in  the  June  or  July  issue  of  The  Sugar  Bulletin. 
In  the  past,  many  growers  used  this  report  in 
deciding  what  varieties  they  were  going  to 
plant.  However,  with  the  release  of  LCP  85- 
384,  the  decision  on  what  variety  to  plant  was 
made  very  simple.  This  fact  is  well  illustrated 
in  last  month's  article  "The  2000  Louisiana 
Sugarcane  Variety  Survey"  which  reported  that 
about  71%  of  the  2000  crop  was  in  LCP  85- 
384.  Indications  are  the  variety  will  continue 
to  occupy  more  and  more  acreage  and  that  more 
than  80%  of  the  2001  crop  is  in  this  one  variety. 
This  is  due  to  the  high  yields  of  sugar  per  acre 
that  growers  are  able  to  harvest  from  fields  of 
plant-cane,  first-stubble,  and  second-stubble. 


Perhaps  an  equally  important  reason  for  the 
popularity  of  this  variety  is  the  fact  that  this 
industry  has  never  had  a  variety  that  had  the 
ability  to  produce  such  high  yields  in  third-year 
and  older  stubbles. 

2000  Outfield  Report 

Due  to  changes  in  the  review  process  for 
The  Outfield  Report  for  2000,  it  will  not  be 
ready  for  publication  before  the  2001  planting. 
The  following  is  a  brief  discussion  of  the  results 
of  the  yield  data  for  all  locations  harvested  in 
2000.  The  full  report  will  be  published  when 
it  is  available.  During  the  2000  harvest  season 
data  was  collected  on  light  and  heavy  soils  at 
nine  plant-cane,  eight  first-stubble,  seven 
second- stubble  and  four  third  stubble  locations. 
Commercial  varieties  included  in  all  of  these 
tests  are  CP  70-321,  LCP  85-384,  HoCP  85- 
845,  and  HoCP  91-555.  The  severity  of  the 
2000  drought  was  observed  at  Northside 
Venture  in  Jefferson  Davis  Parish,  Levert-St. 
John  in  St.  Martin  Parish  and  Adeline  Planting 
in  St.  Mary  Parish.  In  plant-cane  tests  at  these 
four  locations,  the  average  yields  for  the  four 
commercial  varieties  were  14.1, 16.6,  and  23.4 
respectively. 

CP  70-321  was  significantly  lower  than  LCP 
85-384  in  third-stubble  tests  in  tons  of  cane  per 
acre.  HoCP  85-845  was  significantly  lower  in 
sugar  per  acre  in  plant-cane  and  first-stubble 
tests.  It  was  also  significantly  lower  in  sugar 
per  ton  in  plant-cane,  first- stubble,  and  second- 
stubble.  However,  in  third-stubble  it  was 
significantly  higher  in  tons  of  cane.  In  first- 
stubble  HoCP  91-555  was  significantly  less 
than  LCP  85-384  in  yields  of  sugar  per  acre, 
and  tons  of  cane  per  acre. 

In  the  fall  of  2000,  L  95-462  was  planted 
for  the  first  time  on  the  League's  secondary 
increase  stations.  This  variety  could  possibly 
be  released  as  a  commercial  variety  in  2002. 
Yield  data  was  collected  for  this  variety  in 
plant-cane  and  first-stubble  tests.  It  was 
significantly  lower  in  sugar  per  ton  of  cane  in 
first-stubble,  but  was  not  significantly  different 


in  sugar  per  acre  in  either  crop. 

Plant-cane  data  was  collected  on  four 
varieties  from  the  ninety-six  series.  They  were 
HoCP  96-509,  HoCP  96-540,  HoCP  96-561, 
and  L  96-92.  All  of  these  varieties  are 
candidates  that  could  be  sent  to  the  secondary 
stations  this  year.  However,  of  the  four  HoCP 
96-450  was  the  highest  yielder  in  plant-cane 
tests.  It  was  significantly  higher  than  LCP  85- 
384  in  sugar  per  acre  and  tons  of  cane  per  acre. 
At  this  time  this  variety  looks  very  promising. 

Outfield  data  is  collected  through  the 
cooperative  efforts  of  researchers  from  the 
American  Sugar  Cane  League,  the  Louisiana 
Agricultural  Experiment  Station-LSU 
AgCenter  and  the  USDA-Agricultural 
Research  Service,  Sugarcane  Research  Unit. 

Growers  are  reminded  that  the  yielding 
ability  of  a  cane  field  starts  with  its  planting 
and  that  every  effort  should  be  made  to  insure 
that  planting  is  done  under  the  most  ideal 
conditions.  Last  year  may  not  have  been  as 
profitable  as  it  should  have  been,  but  this  is 
not  the  time  to  start  cutting  corners  on  the 
quality  of  seed  that  is  used  to  plant  the  crop 
this  year,  or  what  will  be  used  for  seed  next 
year.  Because  of  LCP  85-384,  growers  are  now 
holding  many  fields  through  third  and  older 
stubble  crops.  Disease-free  seed,  or  seed  that 
is  as  free  of  disease  as  possible,  should  be  used 
for  planting  in  order  to  insure  maximum  yields 
from  older  stubble  fields.  No  matter  what  the 
variety,  the  better  the  quality  of  seed  used  for 
planting,  the  higher  yield  potential  fields  will 
have. 


Our  fluids 
make  sugar. 


Ouachita 


Fertilizer 


New  Iberia,  LA        (337)  367-8233 


DuPont™  Velpar  DF  or  Velpar  L  plus  Karmex®  DF  herbicides 

For  Louisiana  Sugarcane 


PLANT  CANE 

Results  from  tank-mix  applications  of 
DuPont™  VELPAR®  DF  herbicide  at  11 
ounces  (or  Velpar®  L  at  1  quart)  plus 
KARMEX®  DF  herbicide  at  2.25  pounds 


per  acre  continue  to  demonstrate  excel- 
lent residual  control  of  annual  grasses 
and  broadleaf  weeds  in  plant  cane. 


VELPAR  DF®  or  Velpar®  Lp/us  KARMEX®  DF  IN  PLANT  CANE  PROVIDES: 


PERFORMANCE— Excellent  control 
of  tough  weeds  including  seedling 
johnsongrass,  browntop  panicum, 
broadleaf  signalgrass  and  morning- 
glory,  plus  a  variety  of  winter  weeds. 

SAFETY  to  plant  cane. 

EASE  OF  HANDLING  of  dry-flowable 
formulations  of  VELPAR®  DF  and 
KARMEX®  DF,  and  LOWER-USE  RATE 
of  VELPAR®  L  compared  to  Prowl 
and  Treflan. 


I  VALUE — Provides  broad-spectrum 
weed  control  at  an  economical  cost. 

■  LESS  WEATHER-DEPENDENT— Two- 
week  window  for  rainfall  activation. 

For  more  information  about  Velpar®  DF 
or  Velpar®  L  plus  Karmex®  DF  applications, 
contact  Toby  McCown  at  (337)  794-2194 
or  Eric  Castner  at  (337)  856-7779,  your 
local  DuPont  Representatives. 


The  miracles  of  science™ 


Prowl  is  a  registered  trademark  of  BASF  Corporation.  Treflan  is  a  registered  trademark  of  Dow  AgroSciences,  LLC. 
The  DuPont  Oval  Logo,  DuPont1",  The  miracles  of  science1",  Velpar9'  DF  and  Velpar*'  L  are  trademarks  or  registered 
trademarks  of  DuPont.  Karmex®  DF  is  a  DuPont  registered  trademark  and  is  licensed  to  Griffin,  LLC. 

Always  read  and  follow  the  label.  3/01  Printed  in  U.S.A. 

Copyright  ®  2007  E.I.  du  Pont  de  Nemours  and  Company.  All  Rights  Reserved. 


2001  MODELS  AVAILABLE 


lilllilil 


SIDE  PUMP  SUGAR  CANE  TRAILER 

•  Strong,  lightweight  construction  (21,000  lbs.) 

•  48  ft.  x  102  in.  (Two  23  ft.  baskets) 

•  Steel  disc  wheels  with  24.5  radial  tires 

•  3056  cu.  ft.  total  capacity  in  baskets 

•  Dumping  mechanism  eliminates  possible  flip-over 
Standard  features:  sight  gauges,  trap  doors,  greased  pins 

•  Options  available:  ladders,  single  point  suspension 


$23,800.00  pius  fet 

(FOB  Nacogdoches,  TX) 
Special  pricing  for  2  or  more 


803  W.  Seale  Street    Nacogdoches,  TX  75964 
800-562-0730        936-564-8378 


BATON  ROUGE  LINE 


By  Tom  5pradley 


Public:  Rotations 


The  Sugar  Industry  fared  well  in  the 
Legislature  this  year.  Water  Policy 
legislation  threatened  to  curtail  the 
supply  of  well  water  for  processing,  other  bills 
tried  to  make  the  haulers  cover  the  loads  and 
there  were  bills  to  reduce  the  weight  limit.  These 
types  of  bills  are  allowed  only  on  odd  numbered 
years  in  Louisiana's  legislative  pattern,  with  only 
budget  items  and  taxes  allowed  in  even 
numbered  years. 

The  League's  Board  of  Directors  authorized 
an  extensive  research  and  public  relations 
program,  which  began  last  year  and  proved 
extremely  valuable  in  beating  back  the 
undesirable  legislation.  With  the  help  of  Harris, 
DeVille  and  Associates,  a  poll  was  conducted 
by  Southern  Media  Opinion  Research  which 
showed  the  image  growers  have  with  the  public. 
The  poll  was  conducted  in  sugar  growing  areas 
only.  This  was  done  in  order  to  show  legislators 
from  the  sugar  belt  what  the  public  liked,  and 
did  not  like,  about  the  way  we  conduct  business 
and  how  we  affect  their  lives. 

The  results  showed,  basically,  that  the 
public  is  aware  of  our  efforts  to  clean  up  the  roads 
from  the  shipping  aspects,  and  that  there  is 
growing  awareness  in  our  industry  and  the 
community  of  our  problems  regarding  burning. 
The  study  also  showed  that  we  have  much  work 
to  do  in  public  relations,  but  that  we  are  on  the 
right  track. 

The  results  of  this  study  were  demonstrated 
to  strategic  members  of  the  legislature,  those  who 
have  demonstrated  leadership  on  our  issues. 


Agriculture  Chairmen  Mike  Smith  in  the  Senate 
and  Francis  Thompson  in  the  House  were  very 
cooperative,  as  were  the  Transportation 
Chairmen,  Juba  Diez  in  the  House  and  Francis 
Heitmeier  in  the  Senate.  Agriculture 
Commissioner  Bob  Odom  was  extremely 
helpful,  as  was  the  Farm  Bureau  and  the  Foster 
Administration.  Armed  with  the  new 
information  from  the  survey  this  coalition  beat 
back  every  bill  the  League  found  objectionable. 

State  Water  Policy 

The  loudest  fight,  and  potentially  the  most 
damaging  bill  in  the  session,  was  the  water  policy 
legislation.  There  were  four  versions  of  this  idea 
offered  by  various  legislators.  The  concept 
behind  these  bills  is  to  control  the  use  of  the 
water  in  the  state's  aquifers,  some  of  which  are 
receding  at  a  rate  which  concerns  the  state's 
geologists.  These  bills  did  not  affect  the  use  of 
surface  water.  The  version  that  finally  passed 
was  a  bill  offered  by  Senator  Fred  Hoyt  from 
Abbeville.  It  sets  up  a  task  force,  with  strong 
representation  from  agricultural  interests,  to 
monitor  the  situation  and  to  make 
recommendations  to  the  legislature  for  future 
action.  Other  versions  were  similar,  and  one 
version  seemed  to  threaten  farmers  more  than 
the  others.  The  League  joined  Commissioner 
Odom  and  the  Farm  Bureau  in  support  of  Hoyt's 
bill,  and  it  was  passed  and  signed  into  law. 


Weight  Limits 

Weight  limits  will  always  be  an  issue. 


This 


year  was  no  exception.  But  the  League  took  a 
strategic  step  this  year  and  offered  its  own  bill 
on  the  subject.  House  Resolution  130  by  Rep 
Francis  Thompson  urges  the  State  Police  weights 
and  measures  mobile  police  force  and  the  Dept. 
of  Agriculture  to  work  together  on  enforcing 
sugarcane  hauler  weight  limits.  This  was 
perceived  to  be  a  strong  statement  on  behalf  of 
the  growers  and  processors  that  we  intend  to 
comply  with  the  law,  and  this  took  the  pressure 
off  the  lawmakers  who  have  gotten  complaints. 
This  resolution  passed  without  a  single  vote 
against  it. 

Other  Bills 

HB  563  by  Rep.  Mickey  Frith  of  Abbeville, 
which  requires  the  use  of  reflective  tape  on  the 
sides  of  trucks  hauling  sugarcane,  passed  with 
the  blessing  of  the  League.  This  was  not  an 
expensive  nor  complicated  proposition,  but  if  it 
prevents  even  one  accident  or  death,  it  will  be 
worth  the  effort. 

HB  36  by  Rep  Ben  Nevers  of  Bogalusa 
creates  a  law  dealing  with  the  "theft  of  anhydrous 
ammonia."  This  bill  passed. 


There  were  two  bills  to  require  farmers  to  clean 
up  the  dirt  and  mud  left  on  the  highway (s),  but 
these  bills  died  in  committee  hearings.  There  were 
a  total  of  38  bills  that  could  have  impacted  the 
industry  and  which  were  monitored  or  acted  upon 
by  the  League.  No  bills  passed  which  are  viewed 
as  bad  bills  by  your  Legislative  Committee,  and 
each  bill  we  supported  was  enacted. 

Coming  Soon 

After  every  U.S.  Census,  we  are  required  to 
reapportion  the  legislature.  During  the  last  half 
century  the  population  shift  to  the  cities  has 
weakened  agricultural  interests  in  the  legislature, 
and  consequently  farming  legislation  has  suffered. 
Governor  Foster  will  probably  call  a  special 
session  in  August  or  September  to  go  through  the 
reapportionment  process.  The  trend  toward 
urbanization  will  probably  continue.  Contact  your 
Senator  and  Representative  and  offer  any  help  you 
can.  Making  friends  with  him  now,  if  you  haven't 
already,  will  establish  your  standing  with  him/her 
as  they  all  experience  more  heat  from  urban 
interests  which  are  added  to  their  district  as  a  result 
of  this  process. 
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ENVIRONMENTAL  PERSPECTIVE 


By  )amGS  F.  Coerver,  P.E. 
O.E.C.,  Inc. 


Scope  of  ^Environmental  Justice"  Narrows 


Title  VI  of  the  1 964  Civil  Rights  Act  forbids 
Federal  agencies  and  other  recipients  of 
federal  funding  from  using  eligibility 
criteria  or  administrative  methods  that  are 
discriminatory.  Section  601  of  Title  VI 
specifically  prohibits  discrimination  based  on 
race,  color  or  national  origin  in  any  such  federal 
program  or  activity.  Since  1964,  the  Act  has  been 
vigorously  enforced,  and  violation  incidents, 
including  unintentional  ones,  receive  widespread 
reporting  by  the  news  media.  There  is  now  almost 
universal  agreement  that  if  justice  is  to  prevail, 
there  certainly  cannot  be  any  such  discrimination. 

The  1964  Civil  Rights  Act  does  not  specifically 
address  "environmental"  justice.  However,  the 
U.S.  Environmental  Protection  Agency  (EPA), 
like  every  other  federal  agency,  must  comply  with 
Title  VI  no-discrimination  requirements.  The  EPA 
promulgates  rules,  issues  and  authorizes  the 
issuance  of  environmental  permits,  gives  grants 
and  takes  environmental  enforcement  actions  on 
a  grand  scale,  and  these  actions  necessarily  affect 
persons  of  every  race,  color  and  national  origin. 

Pollution  emission  and  discharge 
(environmental)  permits  issued  by  the  various 
states  and  territories  under  authority  delegated  by 
EPA  have  been  a  popular  target  of  attack  by 
"environmental  justice"  advocates.  Many  of  these 
permits  are  issued  to  the  largest  corporations  in 
America,  known  in  the  legal  profession  as  "deep 
pockets." 

Not  long  after  passage  of  the  1 964  Civil  Rights 
Act,  radical  environmentalists,  teamed  up  with 
minority  groups  and  greedy  lawyers,  saw  an 
opportunity  to  use  the  Civil  Rights  Act  as  a  means 
to  stop  State  agencies,  including  the  Louisiana 
Department  of  Environmental  Quality  (LDEQ), 
from  issuing  any  permit  they  opposed,  and  to  seek 


compensation  directly  or  by  extortion  for  alleged 
wrongdoing,  both  past  and  present.  One  such 
allegation  is  that  virtually  every  major  pollution 
source  (industry)  was  deliberately  located  so  as 
to  have  more  severe  impact  on  minority  groups. 
The  effort  to  seek  interdiction  and/or 
compensation  for  alleged  discriminatory  permits 
took  up  the  banner  "environmental  justice." 

The  Clinton-Browner  EPA  Administration  was 
quick  to  take  up  the  "environmental  justice"  cause. 
States  were  ordered  to  include  environmental 
justice  considerations  in  issuing  permits,  and  there 
have  been  several  noteworthy  cases  of 
environmental  permit  interdiction  in  the  Louisiana 
sugarcane  growing  area.  However,  the 
environmental  justice  initiative  has  been  unable 
to  proceed  past  the  obstruction  stage,  simply 
because  neither  the  EPA  nor  LDEQ  have  been  able 
to  do  the  impossible,  and  that  is  to  develop  rules 
that  clearly  define  what  is  and  what  is  not 
"environmental  justice." 

An  April  24,  2001,  a  ruling  by  the  U.S. 
Supreme  Court  may  finally  set  this  matter  straight. 
That  ruling,  on  a  case  involving  alleged 
discrimination  in  the  administration  of  one  state's 
drivers'  license  test,  says  that  individuals  do  not 
have  a  "private  right  of  action"  to  sue  a  state 
agency  (such  as  LDEQ)  under  Title  VI  of  the  Civil 
Rights  Act.  In  other  words,  environmentalists  and 
their  henchmen  are  now  limited  to  filing 
discrimination  complaints  with  the  EPA  or  another 
federal  agency.  Needless  to  say,  radical 
environmentalists  are  not  pleased  with  this  ruling. 

The  good  news  is  that  LDEQ  can  now  issue 
permits  to  law-abiding  individuals  and  corporate 
entities  after  all  legal  requirements  have  been  met, 
without  having  to  pay  tribute  to  the  conjurers  of 
imaginary  "environmental  justice"  transgressions. 
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Hibernia  offers  an  easier  way  to  grow. 


The  Bank  For  Business 
Is  The  Bank  For  Leasing. 


For  years,  Hibernia  has  been  working  hard 

to  meet  the  needs  of  businesses. 

We've  taken  that  commitment  further  by  adding 

equipment  leasing  to  our  long  roster  of  business  services. 

Leasing  enables  you  to: 

Leave  lines  of  credit  free  for  other  needs. 

Free  up  capital  for  investment 

Hedge  against  inflation. 

Gain  tax  advantages. 

Finance  100%  of  the  purchase  price  of  your  equipment.  * 

Hibernia's  capital  and  operating  lease  programs 

are  flexible  like  our  annual  payment  lease. 

We  can  arrange  a  program  to  meet  the  special  needs 

of  your  business.  Best  of  all,  we're  offering  our  leasing  services 

through  the  business  bankers  you've  come  to  know  and  trust. 

To  learn  more  about  our  equipment  leasing  programs 

and  what  they  can  do  for  your  business, 

call  the  Commercial  Equipment  Leasing  Department  toll  free  at: 

800-562-9007,  extension  3-2864 


HIBERNIA 

Where  service  matters.™ 

*Normal  credit  qualifications  apply. 
©  2000     Member  FDIC.    www.hibernia.com 
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Dedicated  Research  Funding  Summaries 


Scientists  who  received  funding  from  the  League's  Dedicated  Research  Committee  are  requested  to 
prepare  a  short  summon-  of  their  work  at  the  end  of  the  year.  The  following  summaries  for  the  year 
2000  are  a  continuation  from  last  month  and  will  continue  in  the  next  issue  as  well  until  all  of  the 
reports  are  published. 


Economic  Analysis  of  Sugarcane  Production  in  Louisiana.    Dr.  Michael  E.  Salassi,  Dept.  of 
Agricultural  Economics  &  Agribusiness,  LSU  Agricultural  Center 

Research  conducted  under  2000  project: 

( 1 )  Annual  costs  and  returns  estimates  for  sugarcane  in  Louisiana. 

(2)  Economic  impact  of  the  loss  of  the  truck  weight  exclusion  permit. 

(3)  Economic  impact  of  the  loss  of  the  right  to  burn  sugarcane. 

(4)  Economic  impact  of  the  Louisiana  sugar  industry  to  the  state's  economy. 

(5)  Economic  analysis  of  sugarcane  fertilization 

(6)  Costs  of  precision  grading  sugarcane  land 

(7)  Evaluation  of  alternative  cane  delivery  schedules 

Brief  summaries  are  provided  below  for  work  on  (6)  precision  grading  and  (7)  alternative  cane 
delivery  schedules. 

(6)  Costs  of  precision  grading  sugarcane  land: 

Costs  of  precision  grading  sugarcane  fields  were  estimated  for  the  case  in  which  the  producer 
would  purchase  the  laser-leveling  and  dirt-moving  equipment  and  perform  the  work  with  on-farm 
labor.  Both  variable  and  fixed  costs  associated  with  precision  grading  were  estimated  on  a  per  hour 
of  operation  basis  as  well  as  costs  per  acre  and  per  cubic  yard  of  dirt  moved.  Two  key  cost 
considerations  include  whether  a  producer  should  perform  the  work  himself  or  hire  it  on  a  custom 
basis  and  determine  how  many  years  will  be  required  to  recover  the  investment  in  precision  grading 
equipment.  Results  of  the  study  found  that  the  total  cost  of  purchasing  the  equipment  and  performing 
the  work  with  on-farm  labor  were  in  the  range  of  $0.50  to  $0.60  per  cubic  yard  of  dirt  moved, 
compared  to  custom  charges  of  $0.80  to  $0.90  per  cubic  yard.  Increased  production  due  to  removal 
of  some  ditches  in  the  field  would  result  in  increased  annual  returns  allowing  for  a  4  to  6  year  cost 
recovery  of  investment  in  precision  grading  equipment. 

(7)  Evaluation  of  alternative  cane  delivery  schedules: 

A  study  was  begun  in  2000  to  develop  a  simulation  model  which  would  have  the  capability 
of  evaluating  the  impact  on  important  economic  factors  of  alternative  cane  delivery  schedules  to 
raw  sugar  mills.  An  hourly  cane  delivery  and  inventory  simulation  model  was  developed  and  used 
to  simulate  12,  18,  and  24  hour  delivery  of  cane  to  mills.  Age  of  cane  was  tracked  from  the  time  of 
delivery  to  the  mill  until  ground.  Results  of  the  model  provide  information  on  daily  grinding 
simulated  including  hourly  age  of  cane  ground,  cane  yard  handling  cost,  price  penalties  for  dextran, 
and  value  of  sugar  loss  due  to  dextran.  Initial  results  show  considerable  cost  (or  price  penalty) 
savings  by  expanding  delivery  time. 
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Marker  assisted  selection  for  identification  of  sugarcane  borer  resistance  in  segregating 
populations:  II.  Re-evaluation  of  a  Reference  Population  and  Initial  Genetic  Screening.  William 
H.  White,  Research  Entomologist,  USDA  -  ARS,  SRRC  Sugarcane  Research  Unit,  Houma,  LA 

The  objective  of  this  project  is  to  identify  genetic  codes  associated  with  sugarcane  borer  resistance. 
Discovering  such  codes  in  Louisiana  sugarcane  would  allow  researchers  to  identify  plants  resistant 
to  the  borer  without  the  need  for  expensive  field  trials.  We  are  in  the  second  phase  of  a  project 
initially  funded  in  1999.  The  first  phase  was  to  identify  a  group  of  plants  appropriate  for  analyzing. 
With  an  appropriate  population  identified,  we  initiated  the  second  phase  -  genetic  screening.  During 
2000,  25  independent  screenings  were  conducted.  A  few  of  these  screenings  were  promising  and 
warrant  additional  testing.  We  requested  funding  to  conduct  additional  screenings  in  2001  and 
anticipate  completing  the  project  in  2001  or  early  2002. 

Sugarcane  Borer  IPM  -  Into  the  New  Millennium.  William  H.  White,  Research  Entomologist, 
USDA  -  ARS,  SRRC  Sugarcane  Research  Unit,  Houma,  LA 

Plant  resistance  and  biological  control  offer  the  prospect  of  controlling  the  sugarcane  borer  with 
no  direct  cost  to  the  grower.  The  objectives  of  this  project  are  to  develop  varieties  that  yield  well 
and  are  resistant  to  the  borer  and  to  establish  in  Louisiana  sugarcane  fields  a  tiny  parasitic  wasp 
that  has  the  potential  of  becoming  a  new  enemy  of  the  borer.  In  FY  2000,  we  received  funding  to 
maintain  a  colony  of  borer  to  be  released  on  sugarcane  plants  in  the  field  and  as  host  to  raise  these 
tiny  wasps.  Infesting  plants  with  borers  in  a  controlled  situation  allows  us  to  more  accurately 
identify  the  resistant  from  the  susceptible  plants.  By  putting  borers  in  the  field  ourselves  we  do  not 
have  to  rely  on  Mother  Nature  to  infest  our  plants.  For  example,  the  2000  season  was  a  "light  year" 
for  borer,  but  we  were  able  to  get  high  borer  pressure  in  our  fields  while  many  grower  fields 
received  little  damage.  Under  conditions  where  infestations  are  light,  everything  would  look 
resistant.  In  our  tests  we  identified  several  new  canes  that  we  will  continue  to  evaluate  for  either 
release  to  the  industry  or  to  use  as  new  parents  in  the  Louisiana  variety  development  program.  We 
also  released  wasps  in  two  fields  in  the  Teche  area.  At  one  site,  we  found  a  20%  mortality  of  the 
borer  due  to  the  wasp.  Our  results  encouraged  us  to  request  additional  funds  in  2001  to  continue 
both  projects. 

Electrocoagulation  and  Scale  Reduction  in  Evaporators.  Willem  H.  Kampen  and  Henry  Njapau, 
Audubon  Sugar  Institute 

The  tests  at  Cora  Texas  have  been  completed.  The  electrocoagulation  unit  was  able  to  remove 
(near)  100%  of  the  silicon  dioxide  and  10  -  30%  of  the  calcium,  phosphorus  and  magnesium. 
Several  drums  of  electrocoagulated  clarified  juice  as  well  as  plain  clarified  juice  were  collected 
and  brought  to  our  freezer  for  further  testing  at  ASI.  Two  small  evaporators  with  copper  coils  have 
been  fabricated  and  syrup  is  being  made  simulating  the  factory  process,  i.e.  15  to  20  Brix,  20  to  27, 
27  to  37,  and  37  to  62  Brix.  At  each  stage  the  scale  is  being  collected  for  analysis.  Finally,  sugar 
will  be  boiled  from  the  syrup  and  a  comparison  between  the  sugar  from  untreated  juice  and  that 
from  juice  treated  with  electrocoagulation  will  be  made.  Furthermore,  several  evaporator  tubes 
have  been  obtained  from  the  Iberia  Sugar  Coop.  Scale  quantity,  thickness,  distribution  and 
composition  are  being  analyzed,  while  a  new  acid  and  several  chelates  are  being  tested  to  clean 
these  tubes.  The  new  acid  and  chelates  will  also  be  used  on  the  copper  coils  from  the  small 
evaporators  which  handle  the  electrocoagulated  juice.  The  final  results  are  expected  to  be  available 
in  approximately  two  months. 

NIR  Measurements  for  Cane  Payment  and  Factory  Control  in  the  Louisiana  Industry.  P.W. 
Rein,  Audubon  Sugar  Institute 

An  investigation  has  begun  into  the  use  of  Near  Infra- Red  (NIR)  spectroscopic  techniques  for 
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the  analysis  of  liquid  products  in  a  sugar  mill  and  for  the  direct  analysis  of  cane.  This  consists  of  a 
survey  of  progress  made  in  other  sugar  industries,  and  discussions  with  users,  particularly  in  Australia 
and  South  Africa  where  direct  analysis  of  cane  is  being  applied. 

There  are  some  significant  advantages  to  be  gained  if  these  techniques  can  be  applied.  The  same 
instrument  can  be  used  for  all  product  streams  in  a  factory,  with  no  sample  preparation  required, 
other  than  perhaps  dilution.  It  can  supply  more  accurate  answers,  more  quickly,  without  chemicals 
and  using  less  labor  than  any  other  methods.  Better  results  at  lower  cost  are  possible.  However 
there  are  a  number  of  pitfalls  which  need  to  be  avoided.  Work  is  being  done  on  the  NIR  analysis  of 
final  molasses  samples  using  an  NIR  instrument  on  loan  from  the  suppliers. 

NIR  has  been  shown  to  be  a  valid  assessment  of  cane  quality;  the  method  is  far  more  precise  and 
the  error  in  the  method  is  much  less  than  in  the  conventional  Louisiana  cane  analysis  method.  A 
considerable  amount  of  work  has  been  done  on  this  technique,  in  Australia,  South  America,  South 
Africa  and  North  America.  The  time  may  now  be  appropriate  for  us  to  capitalize  on  previous  work. 
The  experience  gained  elsewhere  will  be  used  to  help  achieve  the  improvements  in  measurement 
accuracy  at  reduced  cost. 

Microbiological  Aspects  of  Cane  Washing  Systems:  effects  on  juice  quality,  sugar  losses  and 
worker  safety.  Donal  F.  Day,  Audubon  Sugar  Institute 

Cane  wash  tables  are  generators  of  aerosols.  On  average,  microbial  bioloads  under  and  around 
the  wash  tables  were  5  fold  higher  than  in  the  surrounding  air.  Microbial  numbers  were  high  close 
to  the  equipment  and  declined  with  distance,  reaching  normal  levels  anywhere  from  9  to  30  feet 
from  the  washing  system.  Similar  results  were  seen  with  both  the  rotating  drum  wash  system  and 
tables. 

The  switch  to  billet  cane  has  resulted  in  an  increased  loss  of  sugar  to  the  wash  systems.  Microbial 
action  rapidly  converts  sugar  in  wash  water  to  organic  acids,  primarily  lactic,  formic  and  acetic 
acid.  The  average  Brix  increase  in  wash  water  across  a  cane  table  was  0.21  Brix  (range  0.1  -  0.7). 
There  was  no  relationship  between  Brix  loss  and  type  of  wash  system.  The  organic  acid  in  the  wash 
water  ranged  from  zero  to  1200  ppm,  depending  on  the  rate  of  water  recycled  to  the  cane  table.  The 
organic  acid  which  was  most  prevalent  was  lactic  acid.  There  was  concern  that  corrosion  within  the 
factory  may  be  due  to  acid  carry  over  from  cane  washing.  A  comparison  of  the  lactic  acid  levels  in 
cane  wash  and  in  mixed  juice  showed  no  correlation.  In  some  cases,  where  there  were  high  levels 
of  acid  in  the  juice,  there  were  low  levels  in  the  wash  and  vice  versa.  It  is  probable  that  the 
concentration  of  organic  acid  found  in  the  juice  was  a  reflection  of  cane  deterioration  and  there  was 
little  increase  in  juice  acid  levels  due  to  washing.  There  were  fluctuating  but  significant  amounts  of 
acids  found  in  mixed  juice. 

Effect  of  Betaine  on  Sucrose  Yield.  Willem  H.  Kampen  and  Henry  Njapau,  Audubon  Sugar 
Institute 

The  sugar  cane  crop  is  vulnerable  to  droughts,  even  in  an  average  year  and  the  usual  series  of 
mini-  droughts  represents  financial  losses.  Tests  completed  in  1998/99  (funded  by  DuCoA)  yielded 
an  11.6%  sugar  increase  over  control  on  LP85-384  with  the  cane  being  harvested  146  days  post 
treatment.  Simultaneously  a  major  reduction  in  reducing  sugars  occurred,  which  should  reduce 
molasses  formation  in  the  factories.  In  2000,  the  time  between  application  and  harvest  was  only  93 
days.  The  test  was  carried  out  at  Alma  Plantation.  In  spite  of  the  short  number  of  days  post  treatment, 
the  sugar  yield  increased  7.8%  for  third  stubble  and  2.7%  for  plant  cane,  while  the  reducing  sugar 
figures  were  again  very  low.  Previous  results  were  published  in  detail  in  the  July  2000  issue  of 
Sugar  Cane  International. 

Falling  Film  Plate  Evaporator.  Willem  H.  Kampen  and  Henry  Njapau,  Audubon  Sugar  Institute 
A  special  distributor  was  ordered  from  Germany  and  received  at  Audubon  Sugar  Institute  (AS I) 
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on  November  15,  2000.  The  distributor  was  tested  and  installed  in  its  housing  at  ASI.  Next,  it  was 
shipped  to  Raceland,  rigged  in  place  and  ASI  installed  the  basic  instrumentation.  It  was  operated 
manually  on  December  12,  13  and  15,  2000.  The  unit  ran  well  and  yielded  over  16  lbs  of  water 
evaporation  per  square  foot  per  hour  at  an  overall  heat  transfer  coefficient  of  748  Btu/(h)(sq.ft.)(F). 
Raceland  Sugar  Factory  is  to  hook  up  the  controls,  while  ASI  will  make  some  simple  equipment 
adjustments  so  the  unit  can  be  operated  continuously  and  automatically  for  a  duration  test  of  12  to 
14  days  during  the  next  crop. 

A  Survey  of  Molasses  Exhaustion  in  Louisiana  Mills.  RW.  Rein  and  BE.  White,  Audubon 
Sugar  Institute 

The  results  of  the  survey  of  analyses  of  weekly  molasses  samples  from  the  Louisiana  mills  for 
the  2000/01  season  were  presented  at  the  Louisiana  meeting  of  ASSCT.  These  were  related  to  the 
South  African  target  purity  equation,  which  is  considered  to  be  the  most  appropriate  as  a  benchmark. 
This  was  confirmed  by  laboratory  exhaustion  tests.  The  results  indicate  that,  on  average,  significant 
reductions  in  molasses  purity  can  be  achieved,  with  substantial  savings  for  the  industry.  The  analyses 
of  monosaccharides  indicate  the  widespread  occurrence  of  Maillard  reaction  in  the  massecuites, 
which  hampers  good  molasses  exhaustion. 

Survey  of  Mill  Roll  Shaft  Breakages.  P.W.  Rein  and  J.  Bell,  Audubon  Sugar  Institute 

A  questionnaire  was  sent  out  to  the  mills  before  the  crushing  season  to  collect  information  on 
shaft  breakages.  Only  five  mills  responded  and  the  questionnaire  has  been  re-issued  and  additional 
information  is  being  received.  Work  on  establishing  stress  levels  in  mill  rolls  is  being  undertaken 
by  the  LSU  mechanical  engineering  department  using  finite  element  analysis.  Their  assistance  will 
be  used  in  analyzing  the  information  received  from  the  mills. 
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1,000  acres.  12-hour  days.  4  seasons* 


One  bank. 

Seasons  change.  The  weather's  unpredictable.  Through  it  all,  there's  one  constant  on  which 
farmers,  both  large  and  small,  know  they  can  rely:  the  Land  Bank. 

For  more  than  80  years,  we've  been  rolling  up  our  sleeves  and  helping  farmers  just  like  you. 
We're  locally  owned  and  operated,  and  ready  to  lend  you  a  financial  hand.  Whether  you're 
looking  to  buy  more  land,  update  equipment,  or  even  refinance  existing  debt. 

For  a  financial  partner  who  works  as  hard  for  your  money  as  you  do,  call  the  folks  at  the  Land 
Bank.  We'll  help  your  business  grow. 


LAND BANK 


/jftAjjfajf^&i/rf  Part  of  the  fabric  of  rural  life. 

FEDERAL  LAND  BANK  ASSOCIATION,  FLCA 

1-877-648-LAND 

Call  now  for  information,  or  to  apply  for  a  loan  to  buy,  build,  improve,  or  refinance.  fjjN 

You  can  also  visit  us  at  www.louisianalandbank.com.  Sm" 
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Polado® 

Reminder 


I  just  want  to  remind  everyone  that  if  your  mill  is  going  to 
start  grinding  around  September  15>  then  we  need  to  start 
spraying  Polado  the  first  week  of  August.  This  will  give  you 
45  days  before  harvest.  Over  the  last  two  years,  40-45  days 
has  given  us  the  best  results  with  Polado.  „.-,  .;     >% 


i:2' 


■£'■*  A'*?-*--'*-'* 


With  the  mills  opening  so  early  these  days  the  key  to  early  sugar  is  a 
good  Polado®  program. 

-Andy  Lanie,  Lanie  Farms 
Youngsville,  Louisiana 


What  did  Polado®  mean  to  a  grower  in  2000? 

*  20  lbs.  of  sugar/ton 

*  33.5  (state  average)  x  20  lbs.  =  670  lbs.  of  sugar/acre 

What  does  that  mean  in  $? 

670  lbs.  of  sugar/acre  x  $.187  (2000  price)  =  $125.29/acre 

-  Data  provided  by  Dr.  Ben  Legendre,  LSU  Ag.  Center. 

-  Polado  is  a  Registered  tradfemark  of  Monsanto. 

-  Polado  is  not  labeled  for  use  over  plant  cane. 
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CLASSIFIEDS    -    FOR    SALE 


Orthman  Cultivator  with  covering  tool, 
row  markers  and  Thimet  boxes  -  $1 5,000; 
3-12'  Davis  Planting  Wagons  with 

running  gear  -  $6,000  each;  3-row  Flail 
Mower  used  to  remove  trash  off  of  the  top 
of  the  row,  behind  combine  -  $9,000.  Call 
Clint  Judice  at  (337)  319-0791  or  Chad 
Judice  at  (337)  789-4212. 

10  -10  ton  Direct  Haul  Billet  Wagons;  2 
-  12-ton  Direct  Haul  Billet  Wagons.  All 

with  Davis  running  gear.  Some  with  13.6 
x  28  and  some  1 2.4  x  24.  Call  (225)  473- 
4303  day  or  (225)  473-7098  evening. 

3  Chop  Cane  Trailers  -  3  years  old.  Call 
Carol  Hymel  at  (225)  268-4690  or  Brian 
Hymel  at  (504)  415-4137. 

1991  Austoft  for  salvage,  400  hours  on 
new  undercarriage,  3  days  running  on 
complete  new  elevator  -  $1 0,000.  Will  sell 
part  or  all.  Call  Roy  at  (318)  452-8001  or 
Butch  at  (31 8)  452-8000. 

5 -14  ton  Billet  Cane  Wagons  with  Davis 
running  gears  (2  Thompson,  3  Davis)  - 
$5,000  each  or  negotiable.  Call  (225)  648- 
3259. 

1988  Broussard  Model  223  Two  Row 
Harvester  cab  &  air  extended  front  end, 
extended  piling  gate  JD  power.  Excellent 
condition.  Call  Sidney  Andras  (985)  446- 
11 29  day  or  night. 

(2)  4ft.  Automatic  Cane  Planters  with 
Louviere  valve  equipped  $1,700  per 
planter;  Large  Bayou  Service  Planters 
Aid  -  3  yrs  old  $3,200;  Thompson  3-row 
Cultivator  with  off  bar  $300;  Homemade 
V-plow  with  cylinder  $200;  1 990  Model  2- 
Row  Broussard  Harvester  -  $30,000; 
1 986  Model  SP  1 800  4WD  Cameco  Cane 
Loader  -  $27,000;  Lincoln  Gas  Welding 
Machine  on  trailer  with  new  engine  and 
armature  -  $1,700;    45  ft.    Float  Trailer 


with  new  24.5  tires  -  $2,500;  Cane 
Transloader  Grab  for  John  Deere 
Excavator  -  $500;  (6)  Wholestalk  Cane 
Transloader  Wagons  with  Davis  running 
gear  $500  per  wagon;  (4)  Wholestalk 
Cane  Trailers  for  trucks  -  make  offer.  Call 
Troy  Canella  at  (225)  687-1608. 

Austoft  Cane  Combine  ready  to  cut  - 
$30,000  or  will  consider  trade;  3-row 
Chisel  Plow  for  Cane  -  $1 ,500;  1 5'  Woods 
Shredder  -  $1,000;  Single  Row 
Broussard  Harvester  -  $15,000  or  will 
take  trade.  Call  Erne  Plessala,  Jr.  at  (337) 
229-8409. 

1997  Cameco  10  ton  High  Dump  Billet 
Wagon  -  $20,000;  JD  200  LC  Excavator 

(1800  hours)  with  hydraulic  thumb,  quick 
coupler,  digging  bucket,  clean-out  bucket, 
&V-bucket- $130,000;  1999  Shop  Made 
3-row  3-point  hitch  Fertilizer  Applicator 

with  500  gal.  tank,  hydraulic  pump,  & 
coulter  knives  -  $2,500.  From  family 
operation.  Call  (225)  627-4862  (leave  a 
message)  or  (225)  627-9459  (evenings). 

1996  2-row  LaCane  Tiger  Loader,  2,000 
hrs.,  excellent  condition  -  $53,000;  20  - 
New  16.9x28  R1W  tires  -  $325  each;  20  - 
New  16.9x30  R1W  tires  -  $425  each.  Call 
(337)  879-7932  (W)  leave  message. 

1983  Single-row  Broussard  Harvester, 

freshly  painted,  double  ends  &  scroll,  CAT 
3208  engine,  New  18-4-38  tires,  with 
pulling  wheel,  shredder  topper  -  $10,000; 
JD  4840  freshly  painted  with  new  trans  & 
engine  overhauled  in  '97  -  $1 2,000;  3-row 
Bottom  Trip  Plow  Int'l,  freshly  painted, 
heavy  duty  and  gauge  wheels  -  $3,000; 
Int'l  3-row  Chopper  -  $650.  Call  Damian 
Pierre  at  (337)  229-6932. 

Family  Farm  equipment:  4  sets  Direct 
Haul  Chain  Net  Wagons,  1 3.6  x  24  grader 
tires.  Call  (337)  365-5036  night  or  day  or 
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CLASSIFIEDS    -    FOR    SALE 


(337)  373-7791  and  ask  for  Thomas. 

1992  Cameco  S-30  Single-row 
Harvester,  cab  &  air  with  extended  gate 
and  front  end  to  accommodate  4-rows  in 
one,  gathering  arms  have  been  extended. 
Front  wheel  pull.  Excellent  Condition  - 
$42,000.  Call  (337)  276-4547  office,  (337) 
276-4778  home,  or  (337)  276-7070  shop. 

Ingersol  Dresser  Model  14  well  head  - 
$11,000;   Thomson  3-row  Cultivator  w/ 

off  bars  -  $2,250;  ;  Shop  Made  Land 
Leveler  -  $800;  Shop  Made  Spray  Rig 
Boomer  -  $450;  Huval  Ditcher  -  $500. 
Call  Gary  Lavergne  @  (337)  945-7988 
mobile  or  (337)  942-5370  home. 

1993  Cameco  CHT  2500  Chopper 
Harvester.  Call  David  Jarreau  at  (225) 
937-0846  (day)  or  (225)  627-9577 
(evenings). 

1996  JD  7400  High-Clearance  MFWD 
Cab  &  Air;  (3)  Int'l  1066  Hi-Crop  Tractors; 
1977  1466  Int'l  Low-Clearance  Tractor; 
5120  MFWD  Case  Int'l  Tractor;  Cameco 
220  MFWD  Tractor;  (3)  Thompson  3- 
rows  (2  with  off  bars  &  fenders  &  1  without); 
Seven-row  300  Gallon  Sprayer  with 
Hydraulic  Boom  pump  &  valves;  3-row 
Ferguson  Tiller  set  up  for  cane  planting; 
3-row  Row-Marker;  3-row  Lilliston 
Cultivator;  3-row  Sub-Soiler;  Amco  15' 
off  set  heavy  duty  Disc;  1 2'  Chisel  Plow; 
10'  Chisel  Plow;  15'  Field  Cultivator;  18' 
Hydraulic  Fold  Do-AII;  12'  Do-AII; 
Woods  Ditch  Bank  Clipper  Hydraulic  Fold 
PTO  Driven;  14'  Bush  Hog;  1982  Cameco 
S32  Two-Row  Harvester  Cab  &  Air;  1990 
LaCane  Two-row  4-wheel  drive  Tiger 
Loader  cab  &  air;  1987  Cameco  SP1800 
four-wheel  drive  Loader  with  Chain  Piler  & 
cab;  Case  Tractor  with  Cameco  Loader; 
Thompson  Single  Row  Harvester;  Dondi 
Rotary  Ditchers;  (2)  Thompson 
Ditchers;  (2)  Ferguson  Drain  Machines; 
3-row  Sprayer  with  saddle  tanks,  racks, 


valves,  &  hydraulic  pump;  Ditch  bank 
covered  sprayer;  Thompson  Home- 
made 4-row;  (2)  Int'l  Drain  Machines; 
V-Ditcher;  LeBlanc  Drain  Machine;  KT 
15'  Tandem  Disc  with  extra  parts;  (2)  Allis 
Chalmers  Bottom  Plows  (4  bottom  -  5 
bottom);  3-row  Cane  Packer  on  wheels; 
(2)  Single-row  Tillers  -  1  Ferguson  &  1 
Howard;  Small  Dirt  Scoop;  (3)  Push 
Back  Planters  Aids;  3-row  Cap  Off 
Plow;  Field  Cultivator  with  Extra  Parts; 
50  gal.  Anhydrous  Ammonia  Tank;  (2) 
500  gal.  Ammonia  Tanks  on  Wheels;  (2) 
Single-row  Shavers;  Single-  row 
chopper  with  Butane  Tank  &  Hydraulic 
Burner;  (3)  Single-row  Cap  Off  Plows; 
(2)  Sets  of  Single-row  Choppers; 
Hydraulic  Row  Markers;  Tractor 
Bumper;  (3)  Cameco  Direct  Haul  Chain 
Net  Tandem  Wagons;  Cameco  Direct 
Haul  Single  Axle  Wagon;  3-row  Cane 
Picker;  Cameco  28"  &  30"  Tires  & 
Wheels;  Single-row  Sub-Soiler  with 
Chopper  &  Packer;  Hydraulic  Ditch  Bank 
Clipper;  (3)  Drum  Planters;  6  Middle 
Busters;  (4)  Rolling  Cutters;  Set  of 
Gage  Wheels,  no  tires;  (2)  Shoemaker 
3-rows;  300  gal.  Spray  Tank  with  frame; 
500  gal.  Elevated  Water  Tank; 
Numerous  Int'l  1066  Parts;  Int'l 
Weights;  Set  of  12.4  x  38  Clamp  on 
Duals;  Set  of  1 2.4  x  36  Screw  on  Duals; 
Set  of  1 8.4  x  38  Clamp  on  Duals;  Set  of 
15.5  x  38  Screw  on  Duals;  Set  of 
Farmail  MV  Wheels  &  Tires;  Front 
Wheels  for  1 466  (1 6"  &  20");  Set  of  Tank 
Mounts  &  Racks;  Case  830  &  730 
Engines,  transmissions  &  rear  ends;  Allis 
Chalmers  D-19  Tractor  parts;  Head 
Ache  Rack  for  Dually  Pickup;  Numerous 
Hydraulic  Cylinders;  Thompson 
Wheels  for  Wagons.  Call  John  Falcon, 
Jr.  at  (225)  473-61 62  (home)  or  (225)  71 7- 
0296  (mobile) 

WANTED:  10  ton  Hi  Dump  Wagons  30" 
tires,  rocking  tandem.  Call  Ronald 
Gonsoulin  at  (337)  365-1674  (night)  or 
(337)  364-4615  (day). 
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COMMERCIAL  MEMBERS  OF  THE 

AMERICAN  SUGAR  CANE  LEAGUE  OF  THE  U.S.A.,  INC. 


The  Bank  of  Commerce 

P.  O.  Box  517,  White  Castle,  LA  70788 

BASF  (formerly  American  Cyanamid) 

P.  O.  Box  10955,  New  Iberia,  LA  70562 

Bayer  Corporation 

300  Legacy  Dr.,  Pineville,  LA  71360 

Broussard,  Bush  &  Hurst,  Inc. 

11764  Haymarket  Dr.,  Baton  Rouge,  LA  70816 

Broussard  Cane  Equipment,  LLC 

P.  O.  Box  2869,  Parks,  LA  70582 

CAMECO  Industries,  Inc. 

P.  O.  Box  968,  Thibodaux,  LA  70302 

Cane  Equipment  Cooperative,  Inc. 

25265  Hwy.  1  South,  Plaquemine,  LA  70764 

Case  IH 

441  E.  Magnolia  St.,  Eunice,  LA  70535 

Coastal  Sugar  Producers  Co-op  Association 

P.  O.  Box  1509,  Winnie,  TX  77665 

CoBank 

Jackson  Region,  P.O.  Box  99 
Madison,  MS  39110 

Cost  Management  Services,  Inc. 

A  Member  Company  of  Huval  Insurance  Group 
P.  O.  Box  80978,  Lafayette,  LA  70598-0978 

The  Cottonport  Bank 

P.  O.  Box  367,  Cottonport,  LA  71327 

Dravo  Lime  Company 

Pelican  State  Division 

12797  Scenic  Highway,  Baton  Rouge,  LA  70807 

Duplantier,  Hrapmann,  Hogan  &  Maher 

Certified  Public  Accountants 

1340  Poydras  St.,  Suite  2000,  New  Orleans,  LA  70112 

Dupont  Ag  Products 

458  McCown  Rd.,  Welsh,  LA  70591 

Estes  Refractory 

P.  O.  Box  94,  Jeanerette,  LA  70544 

First  South  ACA 

P.  O.  Box  667,  Thiboduax,  LA  70302 
P.  O.  Box  10908,  New  Iberia,  LA  70562 

Gulf  Engineers  &  Consultants,  Inc. 

9357  Interline  Ave.,  Baton  Rouge,  LA  70809 

Helena  Chemical  Company 

P.  O.  Box  1123,  Thibodaux,  LA  70301 
P.  O.  Box  484,  Crowley,  LA  70527 

Hibernia  National  Bank 

P.  O.  Box  3597,  Baton  Rouge,  LA  70821 
P.  O.  Box  819,  Thibodaux,  LA  70302 


Kleentek 

4004  Walnut  Drive,  New  Iberia,  LA  70563 

Louisiana  Commerce  &  Trade  Assn. 

(Specializing  in  Workman's  Comp  and  other  Commercial  Insurance) 
1010  Florida  Blvd.,  Baton  Rouge,  LA  70802 

Louisiana  Federal  Land  Bank  Association 

P.  O.  Box  432,  Opelousas,  LA  70571 
P.  O.  Box  1208,  Port  Allen,  LA  70767 

Material  Resources,  Inc. 

P.  O.  Box  1183,  Port  Allen,  LA  70767 

Monsanto 

204  Cresthill,  Youngsville,  LA  70592 

M  &  L  Industries 

1210  St.  Charles  St.,  Houma,  LA  70360 
3811  Hwy.  90  East,  Broussard,  LA  70518 
5810  Airline  Hwy,  Baton  Rouge,  LA  70805 

M.J.  Naquin,  Inc. 

205  Arms  St.,  Thibodaux,  LA  70301 

Ouachita  Fertilizer 

3714  Old  Spanish  Trail  E.,  New  Iberia,  LA  70560 

Plaquemine  Bank  &  Trust 

P.  O.  Box  626,  Plaquemine,  LA  70765-0626 

Quality  Industries 

118  W.  Main,  P.  O.  Box  406,  Thibodaux,  LA  70302 

Regions  Bank 

P.  O.  Box  11240,  New  Iberia,  LA  70562-1240 
P.  O.  Box  587,  Franklin,  LA  70538 

Rohm  &  Haas 

503  S.  Michot  Dr.,  Lafayette,  LA  70508 

Southern  Agribusiness  Associates 

120  Southpointe  Dr.,  Suite  B,  Jackson,  MS  39212 

Spectra-Physics  Laserplane 

703  Fragala,  Rayville,  LA  71269 

3-D  Chemical,  Inc. 

P.  O.  Box  607,  St.  Martinville,  LA  70582 

Viking  Trailers 

803  W.  Seale  St.,  Nacagdoches,  TX  75964 

Voorhies  Supply  Co.,  Inc. 

P.  O.  Box  12950,  New  Iberia,  LA  70562 

Washington  State  Bank 

P.  O.  Box  128,  Washington,  LA  70589 

Westway  Trading  Corp. 

365  Canal  St.,  Suite  2900,  New  Orleans,  LA  70130 

Whitney  National  Bank 

228  St.  Charles  Ave.,  New  Orleans,  LA  70130 


The  Sugar  Bulletin 
206  E.  Bayou  Road 
Thibodaux,  LA  70301 
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King  Sucrose  LX 


The  Sugar  Bulletin 


The  Official  Organ  of  the  American  Sugarcane  League  of  the  U.S.A.  Inc. 

Charles  J.  Melancon/Editor,  President  and  General  Manager 

Windell  R.  Jackson/Senior  Agronomist 

Herman  Waguespack,  Jr./Agronomist 

John  Constant/Business  Manager 

Nannette  B.  Nickens/Administrative  Assistant 

Paul  G.  Borron  Ill/Legal  Counsel 


Washington  Representative 
Don  Wallace  Associates,  Inc. 
499  South  Capitol  Street,  S.W. 
Suite  600 

Washington,  D.C.  20003 
Phone:(202)554-1222 


Editorial  and  Executive  Office 
206  East  Bayou  Road 
Thibodaux,  LA  70301 
Phone:  (985)  448-3707 
FAX:    (985)448-3722 
e-mail:  constant@amscl.org 


Washington  Consultant 
The  Macon  Edwards  Co. 
600  Pennsylvania  Ave.,  Suite  320 
Washington,  D.C.  20003 
Phone:(202)969-8110 


Baton  Rouge  Representative 
Spradley  and  Spradley 
10634  North  Oak  Hills  Parkway,  Suite  B 
Baton  Rouge,  LA  70810 
Phone:(225)766-1359 


Officers  and  Members  of  the  Board  of  Directors  of  the  American  Sugar  Cane  League 


Jackie  Theriot,  St.  Martinville,  LA 

Chairman  of  the  Board 
John  F.  Gay,  Plaquemine,  LA 

Vice  Chairman 
Charles  J.  Melancon,  Thibodaux,  LA 

President  and  General  Manager 


Don  Wallace,  Washington,  D.C. 

Vice  President  of  Government  Relations 
Irving  Legendre,  Jr.,  Thibodaux,  LA 

Secretary 


Henry  Adolph,  Napoleonville,  LA 

David  Allain,  Jeanerette,  LA 

Ronald  Blanchard,  Napoleonville,  LA 

Grady  Bubenzer,  Bunkie,  LA 

Randy  Butcher,  Donaldsonville,  LA 

Michael  Daigle,  Belle  Rose,  LA 

Daniels  "Dan"  Duplantis,  Raceland,  LA 

Ronald  Gonsoulin,  New  Iberia,  LA 

Dean  Gravois,  Vacherie,  LA 

Ronald  Guillotte,  Jr.,  Jeanerette,  LA 

Warren  Harang  III,  Donaldsonville,  LA 

George  "Scrap"  Hymel,  Gramercy,  LA 

Jackie  Judice,  New  Iberia,  LA 

Robert  "Bobby"  Judice,  Franklin,  LA 

Buckley  Kessler,  White  Castle,  LA 

Wilson  LeBlanc,  Jeanerette,  LA 

A.  J.  "Brother"  LeBourgeois,  Baldwin,  LA 

Lawrence  "Boo"  Levert  III,  St.  Martinville,  LA 

Chris  Mattingly,  Paincourtville,  LA 

Jerome  "Jerry"  McKee,  Thibodaux,  LA 

Daniel  Naquin,  Thibodaux,  LA 


Carl  Newton,  Batchelor,  LA 
Anthony  Parris,  New  Iberia,  LA 
Rivers  Patout,  Jeanerette,  LA 
Kenneth  Peltier,  Thibodaux,  LA 
Matthew  "Butch"  Plauche,  Brusly,  LA 
R.  L.  "Bobby"  Roane,  Jeanerette,  LA 
Howard  Robichaux,  Labadieville,  LA 
Raphael  Rodriguez,  Franklin,  LA 
Mel  Schudmak,  White  Castle,  LA 
Donald  Segura,  New  Iberia,  LA 
Frank  Sotile,  Donaldsonville,  LA 
David  Stewart,  Lakeland,  LA 
Charles  Thibaut,  Donaldsonville,  LA 
Tommy  Thibodeaux,  New  Iberia,  LA 
Carlton  Townsend,  Bunkie,  LA 
William  Vallot,  Abbeville,  LA 
Daniel  P.  Viator,  Youngsville,  LA 
Richard  Viator,  Jeanerette,  LA 
Leonard  Waguespack,  II,  St.  James,  LA 
Kirk  Walker,  Welsh,  LA 


Dr.  Benjamin  L.  Legendre 


King  Sucrose  LX 


The  Louisiana  Sugar  Cane  Festival  and  Fair  Association  announced  that  Dr.Benjamin  L. 
Legendre  of  Thibodaux  will  reign  as  King  Sucrose  LX  over  the  annual  festival.  This  year's 
festival  will  be  held  in  New  Iberia,  September  27  -  30,  2001. 

Dr.  Legendre  is  a  member  of  the  third  generation  of  Legendres  involved  in  sugarcane  and 
sugar  production.  He  was  born  and  raised  in  Thibodaux  and  presently  lives  on  the  family's  1 ,200 
acre  sugarcane  farm.  Dr.  Legendre  majored  in  agriculture  and  received  his  undergraduate  and 
graduate  degrees  from  Louisiana  State  University.  He  earned  his  Ph.D.  in  Agronomy  from  LSU 
in  1970  with  a  specialization  in  Plant  Breeding  with  emphasis  on  sugarcane. 

Upon  graduation,  he  served  his  country  with  the  U.S.  Army  as  a  Field  Artillery  officer, 
attaining  the  rank  of  captain.  During  his  tour  of  duty  in  the  Republic  of  Vietnam,  he  was  assigned 
to  Civil  Operations  and  Rural  Development  Support  as  an  Oil  Seeds  and  Feed  Grain  Advisor.  He 
received  a  bronze  star  medal  for  meritorious  service.  Upon  his  discharge  in  1971,  he  returned  to 
the  USDA-ARS  Sugarcane  Research  Unit  at  Houma  as  a  research  agronomist.  He  worked  there 
until  2000,  eventually  becoming  the  Research  Leader/Location  Coordinator  as  well  as  a 
Supervisory  Research  Agronomist  directing  all  research  activities  of  the  Unit.  In  2000,  Dr. 
Legendre  retired  from  Federal  government  service  and  returned  to  LSU  as  the  Sugarcane  Specialist 
in  the  Plant  Science  Division  of  LSU's  AgCenter. 

(Continued  on  page  26) 
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1,000  acres.  12-hour  days.  4  seasons. 


One  bank. 

Seasons  change.  The  weather's  unpredictable.  Through  it  all,  there's  one  constant  on  which 
farmers,  both  large  and  small,  know  they  can  rely:  the  Land  Bank. 


For  more  than  80  years,  we've  been  rolling  up  our  sleeves  and  helping  farmers  just  like  you. 
We're  locally  owned  and  operated,  and  ready  to  lend  you  a  financial  hand.  Whether  you're 
looking  to  buy  more  land,  update  equipment,  or 


refinance  existing  debt. 


For  a  financial  partner  who  works  as  hard  for  your  money  as  you  do,  call  the  folks  at  the  Land 
Bank.  We'll  help  your  business  grow. 


LAND BANK 


Part  of  the  fabric  of  rural  life. 
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FEDERAL  LAND  BANK  ASSOCIATION,  FLCA 

1-877-648-LAND 

Call  now  for  information,  or  to  apply  for  a  loan  to  buy,  build,  improve,  or  refinance.  £} 

You  can  also  visit  us  at  www.louisianalandbank.com.  BMBa 


UP    FRONT    WITH    THE    LEAGUE 


By  Charlie  Melancon 
NEW  WRITERS 


I  wanted  to  note  that  Windell  Jackson  and 
Peter  Rein  are  now  writing  articles 
appropriate  to  their  areas  of  expertise  for  the 

Bulletin.  Many,  if  not  most  of  the  people  of 
the  industry  have  come  to  know  Windell  through 
the  years.  He  has  been  a  loyal  and  dedicated 
worker  for  this  industry,  having  been  with  the 
League  for  over  28  years.  I,  along  with  most 
others,  have  come  to  know  Windell  as  a  quiet 
person  of  few  words.  However,  when  he  does 
speak,  particularly  on  matters  relating  to  sugar 
cane,  you  can  bet  it  will  be  comments  that  are 
"on  the  money." 

Peter  Rein  is  now  the  head  of  the  Audubon 
Sugar  Institute  at  LSU.  He  comes  to  the 
University  and  our  industry  from  the  South 
African  sugar  industry.  He  has  spent  his  first 
year  familiarizing  himself  with  the  processing 
facilities  and  people  of  the  Louisiana  industry, 
and  appears  ready  to  begin  a  more  active 
involvement  in  this  state. 

I  look  forward  to  having  both  of  these 
gentlemen  penning  articles  for  the  Bulletin.  As 
I  have  noted  in  the  past,  one  of  the  tougher  parts 
of  this  job  is  writing  an  article  of  interest,  that  is 
timely,  and  that  everyone  doesn't  already  know 
everything  about  it  already.  With  that,  I  might 
suggest  that  if  any  reader  does  have  a  request 
from  any  of  the  Bulletin's  writers  on  a  subject 
they  wish  to  see  in  the  publication,  I  think  they 
would  be  happy  to  receive  suggestions  from  you. 
This  might  give  us  all  an  indication  of  what  is  of 
interest  to  you,  our  members  and  readers. 

I  welcome  both  gentlemen  to  the  Bulletin 
and  think  you  will  find  their  articles  informative, 
timely,  and  "on  the  money." 


Farm  Bill  /  Molasses  /  Mexico 

The  new  Farm  Bill  was  passed  out  of  the 
House  Ag  Committee  and  is  scheduled  to  be 
debated  on  the  House  floor  sometime  after  the 
August  -  Labor  Day  Recess.  A  lot  of  times,  or  I 
should  say,  that  in  almost  all  cases  this  scheduled 
timing  slips.   But,  my  present  expectations  are 


that  the  bill  will  probably  be  heard  on  the  House 
side  before  the  end  of  September. 

On  the  Senate  side,  with  the  reorganization 
of  that  body,  the  story  line  is  that  the  Senate  is 
one  month  to  six  weeks  behind  in  handling 
legislation.  Real  or  perceived,  that  is  the  word 
on  the  hill.  With  that  in  mind,  and  watching  and 
listening  to  what  is  being  said  and  done  in  that 
side  of  the  Congress,  there  are  speculations  that 
a  Bill  may  not  be  taken  to  the  floor  until 
sometime  in  late  October  or  November.  Is  that 
good?  Or,  is  that  bad?  Only  'time  will  tell'  is 
the  only  answer  appropriate  at  this  time. 

What  is  factual  and  real  is  that  both  the 
House  and  Senate  Committees  on  Agriculture 
gave  "sugar"  a  fair  and  thorough  hearing.  And, 
for  that,  we  are  appreciative. 

The  "stuffed"  molasses  issue  is  still  alive 
and  well  in  Washington,  THANK  YOU!  As 
Charles  Thibaut  and  I  discussed  the  other  day,  it 
seems  like  forever  that  we  have  been  saying, 
"we're  working  on  it."  Even  amongst  ourselves, 
we  have  grown  tired  of  repeating  and  even 
hearing  ourselves  use  that  phrase.  Senators 
Breaux  and  Conrad,  along  with  the  Senate  Sugar 
Caucus,  have  begun  the  renewed  active  pursuit 
of  this  elusive  circumvention  problem.  It  is  their 
hope,  as  well  as  the  whole  industry's,  that  this 
new  initiative  will  bring  us  the  results  we  have  so 
long  been  hoping  for,  and  that  is  final  closure  on 
the  intentional  circumvention  of  the  U.S. 
imposed  Tariff  Rate  Quota  (TRQ). 

Mexico  and  the  NAFTA  dispute  appear  to 
be  headed  to  its  own  form  of  "fast  track."  Jackie 
Theriot  is  one  of  four  U.S.  sugar  principles  that 
make  up  a  working  committee  assigned  the 
responsibility  of  representing  the  industry  on  this 
matter.  The  four  man  committee  is  made  up  of 
Jackie,  Ray  VanDriessche  who  is  President  of 
the  U.S.  Beet  Growers  Association,  Don  Carson 
with  Flo-Sun  /  Florida  Crystals,  and  Jim  Hon  ath 
who  is  the  CEO  of  American  Crystal  Co-op. 
They  were  scheduled  for  a  meeting  in  D.C.  in 
mid-August  with  our  government's 
representatives  on  trade. 
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SIDE  DUMP  SUGAR  CANE  TRAILER 

•  Strong,  lightweight  construction  (21,000  lbs.) 

•  48  ft.  x  102  in.  (Two  23  ft.  baskets) 

•  Steel  disc  wheels  with  24.5  radial  tires 

•  3056  cu.  ft.  total  capacity  in  baskets 

•  Dumping  mechanism  eliminates  possible  flip-over 
Standard  features:  sight  gauges,  trap  doors,  greased  pins 

•  Options  available:  ladders,  single  point  suspension 


$23.800.00  pius  fet 

(FOB  Nacogdoches,  TX) 


803  W.  Seale  Street     Nacogdoches,  TX  75964 
800-562-0730        936-564-8378 


Special  pricing  for  2  or  more 


WASHINGTON    UPDATE 


By  Don  Wallace 


House  Agriculture  Committee  Reports  Farm  Bill 


On  Friday,  July  27,  the  House 
Agriculture  Committee  completed 
work  on  a  10-year  farm  bill.  With 
strong  bi-partisan  support,  the  Committee 
reported  H.R.  2646,  "The  Agricultural  Act  of 
2001."  The  major  provisions  of  the  bill 
pertaining  to  sugar  are  as  follows: 

•  Reauthorizes  the  non-recourse  sugar  loan 
program  at  18  cents  per  pound  through 
2011. 

•  Terminates  the  marketing  assessment  on 
sugar  effective  October  1,  2001. 

•  Authorizes  non-recourse  loans  on  in- 
process  cane  and  beet  syrups. 

•  Eliminates  the  1 00-point  surcharge  in  CCC 
interest  rates  for  sugar  loans. 

•  Requires  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture  to 
administer  the  sugar  program  at  no  net  loss 
to  the  federal  government  to  the  maximum 
extent  practicable. 

•  Authorizes  the  CCC  to  accept  bids  from 
processors  for  a  payment  in  kind. 

•  Requires  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture  to 
establish  marketing  allotments  for 
domestically-grown  sugar  to  eliminate 
forfeitures. 

•  Updates  the  allotment  formula  to  take  into 
account  current  U.S.  import  obligations 
and  assigns  allotments  between  sugarcane 
and  sugar  beets. 

•  Authorizes  the  Secretary  to  suspend 
allotments  whenever  imports  exceed  a 
certain  level. 

•  Updates  the  base  period  and  other  factors 
applicable  to  the  allocation  of  sugarcane 
and  sugar  beet  allotments  among 
sugarcane  and  sugar  beet  processors, 
respectively. 

•  Establishes  procedures  for  the  Secretary  to 
reassign  allotments  if  a  processor  cannot 
meet  the  allocation. 

•  Prescribes  the  manner  in  which  allotment 
disputes    are    settled    and   provides    for 


certain     adjustments     in    the     event    a 
processor  closes. 

•  Allows  the  Secretary  to  preserve  certain 
acreage  base  history  for  a  longer  period. 

•  Requires  the  CCC  to  establish  a  sugar 
storage  facility  loan  program. 

•  Requires  the  CCC  to  make  such  loans  to 
processors  of  domestically  produced  sugar 
that  have  satisfactory  credit  history,  that 
need  increased  storage,  and  that 
demonstrate  an  ability  to  repay  the  loan. 

•  Provides  a  7-year  term  for  the  storage 
facility  loans. 

House  Agriculture  Committee  Chairman 
Larry  Combest  (R-TX)  said,  "House  Ag 
Committee  Members  made  good  use  of  their 
farming  and  ranching  experience  to  deliver 
flexibility  and  predictability  for  producers  and 
budget  responsibility  for  taxpayers,  as  a 
departure  from  the  uncertainty  of  the  recent 
year-to-year  patchwork  of  additional  financial 
assistance.  The  best  agricultural  practices 
begin  with  good  field  preparation,  so  first  we 
listened  to  producers  in  rural  hearings  we  began 
nearly  two  years  ago,  and  now  today  our  result 
is  a  productive  harvest  of  those  ideas  in  the 
2001  Farm  Bill,"  he  said. 

Ranking  Minority  Member  Charles 
Stenholm  (D-TX)  said,  "The  bill  reported  today 
is  a  good  deal  for  agriculture  and  a  good  deal 
for  taxpayers.  Emergency  spending  by 
Congress  to  respond  to  agriculture's  income 
crisis  was  proof  that  our  programs  need 
reworking.  Today  the  Committee  took  a  bold 
first  step  toward  meeting  that  need.  This 
legislation  brings  together  a  coalition  of 
interests  that  will  be  needed  to  pass  it  in  the  full 
House  and  see  it  signed  into  law  by  the  end  of 
the  year,"  he  said. 

The  full  House  of  Representatives  is 
expected  to  consider  H.R.  2646  shortly  after  the 
Labor  Day  recess. 


Hibernia  offers  an  easier  way  to  grow. 


The  Bank  For  Business 
Is  The  Bank  For  Leasing. 


For  years,  Hibernia  has  been  working  hard 

to  meet  the  needs  of  businesses. 

We've  taken  that  commitment  further  by  adding 

equipment  leasing  to  our  long  roster  of  business  services. 

Leasing  enables  you  to: 

Leave  lines  of  credit  free  for  other  needs. 

Free  up  capital  for  investment. 

Hedge  against  inflation. 

Gain  tax  advantages. 

Finance  100%  of  the  purchase  price  of  your  equipment.  * 

Hibernia's  capital  and  operating  lease  programs 

are  flexible  like  our  annual  payment  lease. 

We  can  arrange  a  program  to  meet  the  special  needs 

of  your  business.  Best  of  all,  we're  offering  our  leasing  services 

through  the  business  bankers  you've  come  to  know  and  trust. 

To  learn  more  about  our  equipment  leasing  programs 

and  what  they  can  do  for  your  business, 

call  the  Commercial  Equipment  Leasing  Department  toll  free  at: 

800-562-9007,  extension  3-2864 


HIBERNIA 

Where  service  matters/" 

*Normal  credit  qualifications  apply. 
2000     Member  FDIC.     www.hibernia.com 


ON    THE    FARM 


By  Windell  Jackson 


Planting  -  Polado  -  RSD  Testing  -  Variety  Meeting  -  Burning 


At  the  writing  of  this  article,  on  August 
15,  many  areas  of  the  cane  belt  are  still 
receiving  rain  and  progress  in  planting 
has  been  slow.  Some  growers  are  still  trying  to 
prepare  their  fields  for  planting,  while  a  few 
others  have  finished  most  of  their  planting  for 
2001 .  The  rest  of  the  industry  falls  somewhere 
between  these  two  extremes.  Those  growers 
planting  with  hand  crews  are  reporting  rates  of 
nearly  ten  to  one,  while  those  who  are  planting 
billeted  seed  with  mechanical  planters  are 
reporting  rates  of  nearly  three  to  one.  Although 
apprehensive,  more  growers  are  planting 
billeted  seed  this  year  than  in  previous  years. 
Some  growers  got  nervous  while  "Barry"  was 
messing  around  in  the  Gulf  and  started  their 
planting  with  billeted  cane.  They  started  with 
billeted  seed  because  their  labor  force  was  not 
available  for  another  week  or  two.  Mechanical 
planters  do  a  very  good  job  of  placing  billeted 
!  cane  with  very  few  skips  or  large  bundles  of 
1  cane.  This  method  of  planting  achieves  a 
consistent  planting  rate  without  the  large  crews 
needed  to  "fix"  behind  mechanically  planted 
whole-stalk  seed.  At  this  time,  no  one  knows 
the  percentage  of  this  planting  that  growers 
will  plant  with  billeted  seed.  However,  if  this 
crop  continues  to  lodge  at  the  rate  that  it  has 
over  the  last  week,  we  will  plant  a  very 
significant  amount  of  the  acreage  as  billets, 
even  if  no  one  cuts  the  seed  with  a  chopper 
harvester. 

Polado 

Faced  with  the  potential  for  a  large  crop, 
many  mills  will  begin  processing  in  the 
second  and  third  weeks  of  September.  A 
survey  of  Louisiana  mills  reports  the  earliest 
starting  date  as  September  12  and  the  latest 
starting  date  as  September  26.  One  mill 
reports  the  potential  for  a  120-day  harvest 
season.  Eleven  other  mills  are  expected  to 
process  cane  for  100  or  more  days.  Even  with 
the  potential  for  a  big  crop,  some  fields  of  cane 


lack  height.  Last  harvest  season,  many  growers 
did  not  apply  Polado  to  short  cane  hoping  that 
this  cane  would  continue  to  grow  and  produce 
higher  yields.  It  did  not.  Polado  was  applied  to 
better  quality  cane  that  was  actively  growing 
and  still  increasing  in  tonnage.  If  these  actively 
growing  fields  had  been  treated  later,  their 
yields  (tons  of  cane  per  acre)  would  have  been 
greater.  Fields  of  short  weaker  cane  should 
have  Polado  applied  to  them  and  should  be 
harvested  at  the  start  of  the  season.  After 
harvest,  these  fields  should  be  plowed  out  and 
replanted  next  year. 

RSD  Testing 

As  mills  are  forced  to  start  harvest  earlier 
each  year,  so  that  the  crop  can  be  saved  before 
a  severe  freeze,  the  more  unlikely  it  is  that  fields 
of  these  early  harvested  cane  will  be  high 
yielding  fields  in  the  subsequent  crop.  If  this 
industry's  major  variety  was  not  LCP  85-384, 
most  all  cane  fields  harvested  in  September  and 
early  October  would  have  to  be  replanted  the 
following  year.  Even  with  LCP  85-384,  fields 
that  are  low  in  RSD  will  make  higher  yields 
throughout  the  crop  cycle  and  have  a  greater 
longevity. 

Now  to  the  point,  which  is  RSD  testing  and 
Dr.  Jeff  Hoy's  RSD  testing  lab  at  LSU.  The  lab 
will  be  available  again  this  year  to  test  samples 
of  cane  for  the  presence  of  RSD.  Due  to  the 
low  concentration  of  RSD  at  planting  time,  the 
test  is  not  as  reliable  as  it  is  in  October. 
Growers  are  urged  to  sample  their  fields  to 
detect  how  much  RSD  is  present  in  the 
commercial  fields  on  their  farms.  By  doing  so, 
growers  can  monitor  the  success  of  their  disease 
free  seed  programs.  A  twenty-stalk  sample 
should  be  taken  randomly  from  each  field  that 
is  to  be  checked.  For  more  information  and 
perhaps  some  assistance,  contact  your  county 
agent  or  your  agricultural  consultant.  Again  this 
year,  as  last  year,  there  will  be  no  charge  for 
testing  these  samples. 


Variety  meeting 

The  Variety  Advancement  Committee, 
which  is  made  up  of  personnel  from  LSU, 
USDA,  and  the  League  who  are  directly 
involved  in  the  variety  development  program 
and  chaired  by  Mr.  Dan  Duplantis,  met  on 
August  14,  2001.  It  was  the  decision  of  the 
committee  that  the  new  variety  HoCP  96-540 
will  be  sent  to  the  League's  secondary  stations 
for  an  increase  this  fall.  This  variety  yielded 
more  sugar  per  acre  in  plant  cane  outfield  tests 
than  LCP  85-384.  It  would  be  2003  before 
HoCP  96-540  could  possibly  be  released  to  the 
Louisiana  Sugar  Industry.  The  variety  L  95- 
462  was  dropped  from  the  variety  testing 
program.  This  was  due  to  a  problem  with  rust 
and  the  lack  of  adequate  stubbling  ability. 

Burning 

The  number  of  complaints  from  the  public 
about  smoke  and  ash  from  the  burning  of  cane 
was  greatly  reduced  for  the  2000  harvest. 
Weather  conditions  during  the  2000  harvest 
were  a  factor  in  the  reduction  of  the  number  of 
complaints.  However,  the  largest  factor  was 
you,  the  cane  producers  of  Louisiana.   Great 


care  and  effort  was  taken  to  reduce  the  impact 
of  cane  smoke  and  ash  on  the  public.  Growers 
are  to  be  highly  commended  for  their  efforts  in 
reducing  the  number  of  complaints  from  the 
public.  There  were  a  few  times  when  growers 
lit  fires  that  they  knew  better  than  to  light  and 
on  a  few  occasions  due  to  changes  in  wind 
direction,  smoke  and  ash  ended  up  in  wrong 
locations.  More  complaints  were  recorded  after 
harvest  was  over  than  during  harvest.  Growers 
are  reminded  that  they  should  follow  the  same 
"Smoke  Management  Guidelines"  when  burning 
the  cane  residue  after  harvest  as  when  burning 
during  the  harvest.  The  importance  of  burn- 
category-day  and  the  wind  direction  were  well 
explained  in  the  "Sugarcane  Burning  School." 
These  guidelines  should  be  throughly  reviewed 
before  the  start  of  harvest.  If  your  copy  of  the 
"Louisiana  Smoke  Management  Guidelines  for 
Sugarcane  Harvest"  has  been  misplaced  or  lost, 
contact  your  county  agent  or  the  League  office. 
The  ability  to  continue  burning  cane  is  very 
important  to  the  survival  of  the  Louisiana  Sugar 
Industry.  If  we  in  the  cane  industry  do  not 
continue  every  effort  to  be  a  good  neighbor  we 
will  lose  this  privilege. 
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Louisiana 

Smoke  Management  Guidelines 

for  Sugarcane  Harvesting 


Last  year,  all  growers  should  have  attended  the  Certified  Burn 
Manager  Program.  The  list  below  are  the  steps  you  must  take 
when  burning. 


Step  1 .      Identify  Smoke  Sensitive  Areas 
Step  2.      Obtain  Fire  Weather  Forecast 
Step  3.      Develop  a  Prescribed  Burn  Plan 
Step  4.      Determine  Smoke  Category  Day 
Step  5.      Determine  Smoke  and   Ash  Screening 

Distance 
Step  6.      Determine  Direction  of  Smoke  and  Ash 

Plume 
Step  7.      Evaluate  the  Prescribed  Burn  Results 

If  you  have  misplaced  your  copy  or  would  like  additional  copies, 
contact  the  League  office  or  your  county  agent. 

The  League  staff  wishes  to  remind  all  growers  that  although 
these  guidelines  are  voluntary,  it  is  vitally  important  that 
burning  operations  be  conducted  in  as  efficient  a  manner  as 
possible  in  order  to  manage  smoke  and  ash  and  reduce  their 
impact  on  the  public. 

The  future  of  cane  burning  depends  upon  the  successful 
incorporation  of  these  guidelines  into  your  farming  operation. 


MILLING  AROUND 


By  Dr.  Peter  Rein 

Audubon  Sugar  Institute 

Louisiana  State  University  AgCenter 


IMPROVING  SUGAR  MILL  RECOVERIES  AND  EFFICIENCIES  BY 
OPTIMIZING  MEASUREMENTS  AND  ANALYSES 


Louisiana  mills  are  well  aware  of  the  need 
to  reduce  processing  costs.  A  study  by 
independent  consultants  found  that  the 
field  sector  is  more  competitive  than  the 
factory  sector  on  a  global  basis,  and  that  the 
milling  sector  is  relatively  uncompetitive 
internationally.  The  cost  of  producing  sugar  in 
a  Louisiana  mill  is  estimated  to  be  more  than 
three  times  as  high  as  in  the  most  efficient  cane 
processing  areas. 

Sugar  mills  operate  with  high  fixed  costs 
and  low  variable  costs.  Higher  throughput  rates 
will  clearly  improve  profitability,  but  increases 
in  recovery  of  even  a  few  percent  can  help  keep 
a  mill  profitable  and  keep  it  in  business. 
Louisiana  mills  concentrate  on  crushing  a  large 
amount  of  cane  in  a  very  short  crushing  season 
of  three  months.  The  overriding  need  to  crush 
all  the  cane  deflects  the  mills  from  devoting 
much  attention  to  achieving  good  recovery 
efficiencies.  However  an  equally  important 
reason  for  low  recoveries  is  the  lack  of  suitably 
accurate  recovery  figures,  which  can  give  a 
reliable  estimate  of  the  magnitude  of  the 
various  losses. 

One  of  the  few  reliable  figures  produced 
by  the  Louisiana  sugar  industry  is  the 
cane/sugar  ratio.  In  Australia  where  cane 
quality  is  very  good,  a  cane/sugar  ratio  of  7  is 
achieved  on  average.  This  means  that  7  tons  of 
cane  needs  to  be  crushed  to  produce  one  ton  of 
sugar.  In  South  Africa  where  cane  quality  is 
generally  poor,  an  average  cane/sugar  ratio  of 

9  is  achieved.  In  Louisiana  an  average  of  over 

10  is  achieved,  in  spite  of  good  cane  quality.  If 
this  could  be  reduced  to  a  value  of  8.5, 
intermediate   between   the   present   and   the 


Australian  figure,  an  increase  of  17.6%  in  sugar 
produced  from  the  same  cane  would  be 
achieved.  This  is  considered  to  be  a  realistic 
target  for  Louisiana,  with  some  measure  of 
capital  investment. 

The  Louisiana  industry  has  a  serious 
disadvantage  in  the  short  season  for  grinding 
and  the  short  growing  season.  However  it  has 
two  big  advantages,  namely  a  harvesting 
system  that  ensures  fresh  cane  to  the  factory 
and  a  cane  payment  system  based  on 
recoverable  sugar. 

By  the  adoption  of  more  modern 
techniques,  better  operation  through  accurate 
and  reliable  process  information  and  equipment 
designed  to  reduce  losses,  it  should  be  possible 
to  improve  recoveries  by  10%  without 
substantial  capital  investment.  Based  on  an 
annual  Louisiana  production  of  1 .6  million  tons 
sugar  /  year,  this  extra  recovery  has  a  value  of 
$64  million  /  year,  assuming  a  20c/lb  raw  sugar 
price.  This  is  a  challenge  for  Louisiana  millers! 

The  problem  addressed  here  is  the 
inadequate  data  produced  by  the  mills,  on 
which  to  base  courses  of  action  to  gain 
improvements.  Insufficient  or  inappropriate 
measurements  of  unacceptable  accuracy  are 
carried  out.  Lord  Kelvin  has  said: 

"When  you  can  measure  what  you  are 
speaking  about  and  express  it  in  numbers,  you 
know  something  about  it" 

Not  only  are  the  numbers  required,  but 
also  they  must  be  accurate  and  reliable  enough 
for  the  purpose  for  which  they  will  be  used. 
One  of  the  most  important  issues  therefore 
involves  deciding  on  what  information  is 
required  for  adequate  process  control,  and  what 
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the  most  appropriate   measurements  are  to 
achieve  them. 

The  Sugar  Balance 

Sugar  in  cane  that  is  not  recovered  in  the 
raw  sugar  is  lost:  (a)  in  the  cane  washing 
process,  (b)  in  bagasse  after  the  extraction 
plant,  (c)  in  filter  cake  and  (d)  in  molasses. 
Additional  sugar  is  lost  in  process  due  to 
chemical  and  physical  losses,  and  this 
undetermined  loss  (e)  is  calculated  by  mass 
balance. 

Unfortunately  the  calculated  undetermined 
loss  is  the  difference  between  two  large 
numbers,  and  slight  inaccuracies  in  measured 
input  and  output  values  cause  this  number  to 
fluctuate  wildly.  Unless  special  steps  are  taken 
to  obtain  really  accurate  measurements,  this 
calculated  loss  is  meaningless. 

Unfortunately,  the  only  throughput  data 
that  is  at  all  accurate  in  Louisiana  mills  are  the 
cane  and  sugar  weights.  It  is  therefore  not 
possible  to  obtain  accurate  values  for  the  losses 
in  washing,  in  bagasse,  in  filter  cake  or  in 
molasses.  How  is  it  possible  then  to  make 
improvements  in  processing  efficiency?  We 
need  reliable  data  for  the  following  reasons: 

•  to  estimate  how  much  sugar  is  being  lost 

•  to  establish  where  it  is  being  lost 

•  to  measure  changes  in  these  losses  in 
response  to  changes  made  to  improve 
conditions. 

Cane  is  weighed  and  core  sampled  at  the 
mill  when  it  is  delivered.  The  "press  method" 
of  analysis  (Legendre  1 992,  Birkett  and  Kessler 
1994)  is  indirect  and  not  truly  accurate.  The 
cane  is  then  put  through  a  washing  station  to 
wash  off  adhering  sand  and  soil.  This  process 
leads  to  a  considerable  amount  of  the  sugar 
being  leached  out  of  the  cane,  of  the  order  of 
4%  (Birkett  2000).  This  was  estimated  from 
sugar  leaving  the  washing  plant  and  values 
measured  are  very  variable.  These 
measurements  take  no  account  of  fermentation 
of  sugar  in  the  wash  system,  so  the  actual  loss 
is  probably  higher  in  some  cases.  Other  work 
has  shown  that  with  the  introduction  of  billeted 
cane,  loss  in  the  washwater  system  has  doubled 
(Saska  -  personal  communication),  and  that 
sugar  losses  are  over  10%. 

The   loss   in  the  washing  plant  is  not 


measured,  and  so  cannot  be  controlled. 
Particularly  when  weather  conditions  are  good 
and  no  mud  adheres  to  the  cane,  the  process 
could  be  by-passed  with  a  saving  in  this  sugar 
loss.  In  addition,  the  carry  over  of  bad  quality 
wash  water  into  the  process  means  that 
imbibition  on  the  mills  has  to  be  reduced 
because  of  evaporation  plant  limitations,  and 
the  impurity  in  the  wash  water  increases  the 
impurity  loading  in  the  factory  and  increases 
the  loss  of  sugar  in  molasses. 

Extraction  of  sugar  from  cane  averages 
about  91%,  although  this  too  is  not  accurately 
measured.  Since  the  material  leaving  the 
washing  station  and  entering  the  extraction 
plant  is  not  analyzed,  it  is  not  possible  to 
calculate  a  reliable  figure  for  extraction.  Gross 
assumptions  are  necessary  in  order  to  calculate 
an  extraction  figure,  which  therefore  is 
inaccurate. 

A  major  loss  of  sugar  occurs  in  the 
molasses  stream.  The  quantity  produced  is 
estimated  and  not  weighed,  so  the  precise 
amount  of  this  loss  is  not  accurately  known. 
The  molasses  produced  at  the  mills  during  the 
last  season  was  analyzed  at  Audubon  Sugar 
Institute  to  establish  the  quality  and  the  sucrose 
content  of  the  molasses  stream.  Using  accurate 
analytical  techniques,  data  showed  the  average 
molasses  purity  to  be  about  6  units  higher  than 
an  efficient  factory  can  achieve  (Rein  et  al, 
2001).  This  represents  a  loss  (relative  to  the 
efficient  factory)  of  about  3%  of  sugar 
produced.  It  is  expected  that  the  bulk  of  this 
improvement  can  be  had  without  capital 
expenditure  by  improving  operational 
techniques. 

This  study  indicated  that  fructose  is  being 
destroyed  relative  to  glucose.  This  indicates  the 
presence  of  Maillard  reactions  occurring  in 
massecuites.  These  reactions  involve 
monosaccharides  and  amino  nitrogen  (Newell 
1979,  Wong  Sak  Hoi  &  de  Balyon  1996), 
leading  to  the  formation  of  color  bodies  which 
get  incorporated  in  the  crystal,  and  the 
formation  of  impurities  which  further  increase 
the  loss  of  sucrose  in  molasses.  The 
simultaneous  formation  of  carbon  dioxide  leads 
to  aeration  of  massecuites,  which  increase 
viscosities  substantially  and  further  hampers 
processing. 
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Undetermined  Loss 

The  mechanisms  whereby  sugar  can  be  lost 
during  processing  are  many  and  varied.  Some 
are  very  small  and  may  not  all  occur  at  all 
mills.  However  it  is  important  to  be  aware  of 
the  possible  mechanisms  of  loss  occurrence. 

The  calculated  undetermined  loss  is 
affected  by: 

1.  Errors  in  measurement  and  analysis. 
Typical  examples  include  incorrect 
estimation  of  juice  to  the  factory  or 
molasses  to  storage,  incorrect  or  non- 
representative  sampling,  stock  errors 

2.  Physical  losses.  These  may  be  due  to 
inadequate  entrainment  prevention, 
foaming  carry  over,  spouting  in  vessels, 
tank  overflows,  leaks,  liquidation  losses. 

3.  Microbiological  losses.  These  may  occur 
at  ambient  temperature,  when  the  main 
products  are  dextran  or  ethanol  (e.g.  in  the 
milling  plant),  or  at  elevated  temperatures 
when  the  main  product  is  lactic  acid  (e.g. 
in  clarifiers  and  filters). 

1.  Chemical  losses.  The  major  loss  is 
probably  due  to  inversion,  either  at  low  pH 
or  high  temperature,  but  thermal 
decomposition  and  Maillard  type  reactions 
also  cause  losses. 

Louisiana  factories  tend  to  run  lower  pH 
values  in  the  factories  than  elsewhere, 
promoting  inversion.  Higher  pH  values  reduce 
the  risk  of  inversion  and  give  a  higher 
elimination  during  clarification  of  scale 
forming  components  such  as  silica,  phosphate 
and  organic  material  (Honig  1953). 
Identification  of  "safe"  regimes  of  operation  to 
minimize  chemical  losses  of  sucrose  is 
cessary. 

Pol  is  widely  used  as  a  measure  of  sucrose. 
This  becomes  inaccurate  in  lower  purity 
streams,  and  in  time  the  use  of  more  accurate 
techniques  to  measure  sugar  must  be 
considered.  Schaffler  and  Smith  (1978)  showed 
that  the  use  of  pol  rather  than  accurate 
measurements  of  sucrose  by  chromatographic 
methods  could  lead  to  estimates  of 
undetermined  loss  that  are  too  low  by  one  unit. 
Subsequent  experience  has  shown  that  the  loss 
on  a  pol  basis  is  about  two  units  lower  than  that 
measured  using  HPLC,  e.g.  an  estimated 
undetermined  loss  based  on  pol  measurements 


of  1%  is  actually  closer  to  a  real  loss  of  3%. 

In  general,  the  best  approach  to  obtaining 
accurate  numbers  for  the  most  important 
parameters  required  for  the  efficient  control  of 
a  factory  needs  some  serious  attention. 

The  Way  Forward 

The  elements  of  this  can  be  identified  as  (i) 
investigations  into  measurements  and  analyses, 
(ii)  investigations  into  the  effect  of  changes  in 
operating  conditions,  and  (iii)  changes  to 
equipment  design  and  configuration. 

(i)  Investigations  into  measurements  and 
analyses  -  Any  attempts  to  identify  losses  are 
rendered  ineffective  by  inaccurate  and 
unreliable  data.  It  is  essential  that  factories 
adopt  a  new  approach  to  analyses  and 
measurements  in  the  factories.  A  reduction  in 
the  number  of  analyses,  but  with  the  guarantee 
that  the  analyses  done  are  reliable  and  accurate, 
seems  to  be  the  way  to  progress. 

Assuming  that  sugar  production  is 
accurately  measured,  the  most  important 
requirement  is  an  accurate  measurement  of 
mixed  juice  quantity  and  quality.  This  should 
be  an  essential  part  of  the  process  control  of 
every  mill.  The  use  of  magnetic  flow  meters  is 
not  accurate  enough.  The  installation  of  batch 
scales  or  other  devices  such  as  Coriolis  meters 
needs  to  be  investigated  to  provide  some  of  the 
throughput  numbers  needed  to  calculate  losses 
in  various  parts  of  the  factory  process  with  the 
required  degree  of  accuracy.  Batch  scales  using 
load  cells  are  now  cheaper  and  more  reliable 
than  the  older  type  of  scales.  Coriolis  meters 
are  sufficiently  accurate,  and  simultaneously 
measure  density  and  temperature,  but  they  are 
limited  in  size. 

Thereafter,  the  installation  of  a  bagasse 
weigher  will  enable  extraction  to  be  calculated 
with  sufficient  accuracy.  It  will  also  enable  the 
composition  of  the  cane  entering  the  extraction 
plant  after  the  cane  washer  to  be  calculated, 
giving  information  about  the  quantity  and 
quality  of  the  entrained  washwater,  and  by 
comparison  with  the  cane  analyses,  enable  the 
losses  in  cane  washing  to  be  estimated.  With 
the  considerable  loss  of  sugar  in  the  washing 
station,  a  permanent  on  line  method  of 
measuring  cane  washing  losses  should  also  be 
investigated. 

If  a  mill  is  serious  about  improving  losses 
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and  efficiencies,  the  next  step  is  the  installation 
of  a  set  of  batch  scales  on  molasses.  This 
enables  the  undetermined  loss  to  be  calculated 
with  greater  accuracy  than  if  assumed  molasses 
weights  are  used. 

An  illustrative  mathematical  model  will  be 
drawn  up,  to  evaluate  the  effect  of  inaccuracies 
in  measurements  and  analyses  on  computed 
recoveries  and  losses.  This  will  be  used  as  a 
tool  in  the  investigation,  particularly  in  the 
quest  to  get  one  or  more  of  the  mills  to  install 
additional  measurement  and  analysis  facilities. 

Audubon  Sugar  Institute  has  the  necessary 
analytical  capability  for  the  accurate 
measurement  of  sugars  in  any  process  streams 
via  chromatographic  techniques.  In  addition 
ASI  has  on  loan  an  NIR  instrument,  which  is 
currently  being  applied  to  the  analysis  of 
molasses.  This  instrument  has  the  potential  to 
replace  all  measurements  on  liquid  products  in 
a  mill  laboratory,  saving  costs  and  providing 
quick  and  vastly  more  accurate  analyses.  The 
use  of  NIR  spectroscopic  measurements  are 
being  investigated  in  a  number  of  sugar 
producing  areas,  as  an  accurate  and  low  cost 
method  of  measurement  of  various  process 
streams.  Techniques  for  analysis  of  liquid 
products  are  already  well  established  (Schaffler 
1997,  Schaffler  2000),  and  attention  is  now 
being  given  to  the  direct  analysis  of  cane 
(Clarke  et  al  1996,  Meyer  1997,  Brotherton  & 
Berding  1998). 

(ii)  Investigations  into  the  effect  of  changes 
in  operating  conditions  -  Losses  in  cane 
washing  plants,  particularly  with  billeted  cane, 
can  be  severe  (Birkett,  2000).  In  dry  weather 
!  the  sand  and  soil  content  of  the  cane  is  no 
higher  than  levels  in  many  other  cane 
producing  areas.  Serious  thought  should  be 
given  to  eliminating  washing,  particularly 
during  drier  parts  of  the  crushing  season.  The 
benefit  is  an  increase  in  recovery  of  about  7% 
if  the  additional  loss  caused  by  entraining 
additional  impurity  with  the  cane  into  the 
factory  is  taken  into  account.  Nowhere  else  in 
the  plant  is  this  quantum  of  improvement 
readily  available.  It  may  need  improvements  to 
the  filter  station,  or  modifications  to  boiler 
operations  to  keep  furnace  gases  within 
acceptable  levels,  but  the  payback  could  be 
enormous. 

Work  has  been  done  elsewhere  on  the 


effect  of  process  conditions  on  destruction  of 
sucrose  and  monosaccharides  (Edye  &  Clarke 
1996)  and  on  the  effect  of  Maillard  reaction 
(Newell  1979).  Estimates  of  losses  due  to 
inversion  can  be  estimated  through  rate 
equations  developed  by  Vukov  (1965),  with 
adequate  allowance  for  the  effect  of 
temperature  and  brix  on  pH.  Work  is  to  be 
done  on  losses  in  evaporators  by  Gillian 
Eggleston  this  season.  This  will  be  used  to 
identify  safe  operating  regimes  for  factories,  to 
minimize  losses  through  destruction  of  sucrose 
and  the  formation  of  undesirable  impurities. 
Taken  together  with  work  on  the  effect  of  pH 
on  clarification  by  Michael  Saska,  it  should  be 
possible  to  establish  the  optimum  value  of  clear 
juice  pH  for  Louisiana  mills. 

Work  on  exhaustion  of  final  molasses  will 
continue  at  ASI.  This  will  give  the  mills  a 
reliable  estimate  of  how  much  can  be  gained  by 
better  C  station  performance.  This  may  require 
the  measurement  of  purity  drops  in  the  C 
station,  particularly  across  the  C  centrifugals,  to 
identify  the  areas  of  operation  needing 
improvement.  In  addition  Maillard  reaction 
should  be  minimized  through  keeping  pan 
strike  temperatures  down. 

(Hi)  Changes  to  equipment  design  and 
configuration  -  Filter  stations  are  not  optimally 
run  in  Louisiana.  The  potential  for 
microbiological  losses  is  considerable,  because 
of  the  way  in  which  the  equipment  is 
configured.  Potential  exists  to  make  significant 
improvements,  not  only  in  reducing  losses,  but 
also  in  improving  filtration  rates,  by  the 
elimination  of  pumping  of  filter  muds  and 
ensuring  conditions  which  do  not  promote 
micro-organism  activity  (Munsamy  1985, 
Sanders  etal  1995). 

The  optimization  of  evaporator  and  pan 
entrainment  systems  to  minimize  physical 
entrainment  losses  can  be  done  using  available 
designs  and  technology.  This  is  an  area  where 
benefits  can  be  achieved  with  little  effort  once 
proper  guidelines  are  drawn  up.  A  survey  of 
entrainment  separation  devices  should  be 
undertaken  to  ensure  that  designs  are 
appropriate  and  correctly  sized  for  current 
operating  conditions.  This  is  often  not  the  case 
following  an  expansion  or  reorganization  of 
evaporators,  which  results  in  the  evaporation 
duties  of  some  individual  vessels  changing. 
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It  has  been  recognized  that  residence  time 
at  high  temperature  in  evaporators  should  be 
minimized  (Mogenroth  et  al  1995,  Rein  & 
Love  1995,  Edye  &  Clarke  1996).  The  Robert 
type  evaporator  in  use  in  Louisiana  leads  to 
high  residence  times.  The  extent  of  losses  for 
different  configurations  of  evaporators  will  be 
estimated.  These  losses  are  expected  to  be 
higher  in  Louisiana  because  of  the  generally 
low  pH  values  of  juice  in  this  industry.  Some 
mills  such  as  Raceland  and  Lafourche  are 
looking  seriously  at  new  types  of  evaporator 
which  will  reduce  residence  times  at  high 
temperature. 

Conclusions 

It  should  be  possible  to  improve  recovery 
efficiencies  at  relatively  low  cost  through  the 
appropriate  measurement  of  losses  occurring. 
The  main  requirement  is  the  accurate 
measurement  of  throughputs  in  a  factory,  the 
most  important  of  which  is  mixed  juice  flow. 
Thereafter  accurate  weighing  of  bagasse  and 
molasses  should  be  considered.  This  would  put 
a  mill  in  a  position  where  it  is  able  to  identify 
the  areas  most  in  need  of  improvement,  and 
enable  the  magnitude  of  improvements  made  to 
be  monitored  and  quantified.  This  puts  the  mills 
on  the  road  to  real  process  efficiency 
improvement. 
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ENVIRONMENTAL  PERSPECTIVE 


By  James  F.  Coerver,  P.E. 
6.E.C.,  Inc. 


ANOTHER  DELAY  FOR  BOILER  RULES 


It  seems  that  there  will  not  be  a  timely 
resolution  for  all  of  the  problems  associated 
with  promulgating  the  Federal  rules  on 
industrial,  commercial  and  institutional  (ICI) 
combustion  sources  as  required  by  the  Clean 
Air  Act  Amendments  (CAAA)  of  1990.  This 
Act's  requirements  are  supposed  to  be  met  by 
first  promulgating  Act  Section  129  rules  on 
waste  incinerators  followed  by  Section  112 
rules  regulating  emission  of  hazardous  air 
pollutants  (HAPs)  from  boilers  and  turbines, 
and  finally  Section  1 1 1  rules  setting  new  source 
performance  standards  (NSPS)  for  fuel 
combustion  sources  including  boilers. 
Although  the  CAAA  set  a  mid-2002  deadline 
for  all  required  revised  rules  to  be  in  place,  only 
the  incinerator  rule  has  been  formally  proposed 
by  USEPA,  and  further  progress  has  been 
thwarted  by  an  environmentalist  instigated 
lawsuit.  Just  before  the  case  is  scheduled  for 
trial  in  late  August  2001,  USEPA  has  asked  for 
a  remand  in  order  to  administratively 
reconsider  the  draft  rule  as  petitioned  by  the 
environmentalist  plaintiffs,  and  USEPA' s 
request  for  remand  will  undoubtably  be 
approved  by  the  Federal  District  Court. 

Fundamental  issues  are  involved  in  the 
incinerator  rule  reconsideration  accommodated 
by  the  requested  remand.  Environmentalists 
have  challenged  the  draft  rule  definition  of 
"waste"  even  though  the  proposed  definition 
(actually  a  re-definition)  has  a  strong  legal 
basis.  The  present  and  proposed  law  defines 
waste  as  discarded  material,  particularly  to 
accommodate  requirements  and  objectives  of 


the  Resource  Conservation  and  Recovery  Act 
(RCRA).  The  problem  is  that  environmentalists 
want  traditional  boiler  fuels,  such  as  bagasse, 
rice  husks  and  wood  chips  which  are  actually 
earth-friendly  and  renewable  resources,  to  be 
classified  as  "waste"  so  that  these  materials 
must  be  burned  in  waste  incinerators  which 
must  meet  the  very  strict  requirements  of  the 
incinerator  rule.  It  would  not  be  feasible,  or 
even  environmentally  beneficial,  for  sugar  mills 
to  comply  with  incinerator  rules.  What  would 
really  be  a  crime  is  to  require  the  wasteful 
incineration  of  earth- friendly  bio-fuels  such  as 
bagasse. 

The  new  delay  of  progress  on  the 
incinerator  rule  also  means  yet  another  delay 
for  the  Section  112  (HAPs)  rule  affecting 
boilers.  The  reason  being  that  these  boiler  rules 
are  intended  to  apply  to  sources  not  covered  by 
the  incinerator  rule  and  thus  Section  1 12  rules 
cannot  proceed  until  such  jurisdictional  matters 
are  settled.  The  remand  virtually  assures  that 
the  2002  deadline  will  not  be  met,  although 
draft  rules  for  public  review  and  comment 
might  be  available  before  the  Spring  of  2002. 
Nevertheless,  you  can  be  assured  that  the 
environmentalists  will  blame  industry  and  the 
USEPA  for  not  meeting  the  deadline. 

An  obvious  question  is  what  effect  will 
failure  to  meet  the  CAAA  deadline  have  on 
Louisiana  sugar  mills?  Actually,  no  one  can 
predict  sanity  in  judgements  coming  from  a 
Federal  court.  Hopefully,  sugar  mills  will  not 
be  punished  for  a  situation  they  did  not  create, 
cause,  aid  or  abet. 
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DON'T  MISS  THIS  GREAT  OPPORTUNITY 

Jeff  Hoy,  Lori  Gre\er\,  and  Jane  Paccamonti 

Department  of  Plant  Pathology  and  Crop  Physiology 

LSU  Ag  Center 


The  profits  of  the  Louisiana  sugarcane  industry  have  been  reduced  by  ratoon  stunting  disease 
(RSD)  for  many  years.  However,  the  results  of  RSD  testing  during  1998  and  1999 
suggested  that  the  situation  was  improving,  and  the  results  of  an  extensive  state-wide  survey 
conducted  during  2000  confirmed  that  the  impact  of  RSD  has  been  significantly  reduced.  During 
2000,  RSD  was  detected  in  14  %  of  the  tested  fields,  and  the  average  stalk  infection  percentage  was 
only  2  %.  In  comparison,  the  average  field  and  stalk  infection  levels  in  1986  were  59  and  22  %, 
respectively.  Factors  associated  with  the  lower  levels  of  infection  are  use  of  Kleentek*  seedcane 
and  increased  planting  of  LCP  85-384  (a  variety  with  some  resistance  to  spread  of  RSD).  The 
current  infection  levels  are  not  going  to  result  in  much  yield  loss.  However,  there  is  a  downside  to 
the  survey  results  and  that  is  that  RSD  was  still  present  on  over  one  third  of  the  farms  tested.  This 
means  that  RSD  is  down  but  not  out,  and  growers  need  to  maintain  aggressive  healthy  seedcane 
programs  to  eliminate  it  from  their  farms. 

The  Sugarcane  Disease  Detection  Lab  operated  by  the  LSU  Ag  Center  with  financial  support 
from  the  American  Sugar  Cane  League  and  Kleentek®  completed  its  fourth  year  of  RSD  testing 
during  2000.  RSD  testing  was  conducted  in  535  fields  on  123  farms  during  the  past  year.  The 
additional  lab  functions  of  RSD  testing  for  the  Variety  Selection  and  Release  Programs,  Kleentek* 
seedcane  sources,  and  the  local  quarantine  to  provide  healthy  plant  material  for  tissue  culture 
production  of  Kleentek*  seedcane  were  continued.  A  summary  of  all  RSD  testing  is  shown  in  Table 
1 .  In  addition,  the  lab  began  screening  Kleentek*  seedcane  sources  for  the  new  virus,  sugarcane 
yellow  leaf  virus.  For  the  fourth  year,  no  RSD  was  detected  in  any  Kleentek*  seedcane  source. 
Yellow  leaf  virus  was  detected  in  some  Kleentek*  seedcane  fields,  and  seedcane  was  not  sold  from 
those  fields. 

RSD  was  detected  at  higher  levels  in  older  stubble  fields  (Table  2)  as  would  be  expected  from 
a  disease  spread  by  the  harvester.  Infection  levels  were  higher  in  fields  not  planted  with  seedcane 
recently  obtained  from  a  healthy  seedcane  source  (Table  3).  RSD  detection  averaged  only  1  %  in 
stalks  of  Kleentek*  progeny  over  288  tested  fields.  For  the  survey,  seedcane  that  had  been 
increased  four  or  more  times  was  no  longer  considered  to  have  come  from  a  healthy  seedcane 
source. 

Planting  only  one  variety  is  risky  from  a  disease  and  insect  pest  standpoint;  however,  the 
widespread  planting  of  LCP  85-384  is  having  a  beneficial  effect  on  the  occurrence  of  RSD.  If  LCP 
85-384  becomes  infected  with  RSD,  it  will  suffer  significant  yield  loss,  but  it  is  a  variety  that 
possesses  some  resistance  to  the  spread  of  RSD.  It  is  this  resistance  to  spread  that  is  helping  reduce 
RSD  levels  in  the  industry.  The  value  of  this  type  of  resistance  can  be  seen  by  comparing  varieties. 
In  the  experiments  in  which  variability  in  rates  of  RSD  spread  was  detected,  LCP  85-384  exhibited 
some  resistance  to  disease  spread,  CP  70-321  was  intermediate,  and  LCP  82-89  exhibited  a  high 
rate  of  disease  spread.  During  2000,  average  infection  levels  detected  in  commercial  fields  of  LCP 
85-384,  CP  70-321,  and  LCP  82-89  were  0.4,  10,  and  20  %  for  stalk  infection  and  6,  41,  and  75 
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Table  1.  RSD  testing  summary  for  2000. 


Source 


Location 


No.  of  fields       No.  of  varieties 


No.  of  stalks 


La  Growers 

State-wide 

535 

11 

10,525 

LSU  AgCenter 

St.  Gabriel/Iberia 

17 

221 

Variety  Release 
Program 

Primary  and 
secondary  stations 

12 

715 

Kleentek® 

Foundation  Stock 

1 

8 

Kleentek® 

Primary  increase 

17 

5 

417 

Kleentek® 

Secondary  increase 

14 

5 

408 

Local  Quarantine 

LSUAC 

12 

54 

Research 

LSUAC 

4 

80 

Totals 

566 

12,428 

Table  2.  RSD  field  infection  levels  and  stalk  infection  levels  within  fields  for  different  crop  cycle 
years  over  four  years  of  testing. 


Average  percentage  of  infected 
stalks  within  fields 

Average  percentage  of  fields  with  RSD 

Crop  year 

1997 

1998 

1999 

2000 

1997 

1998 

1999 

2000 

Plant  cane 

9 

2 

0 

2 

42 

12 

0 

8 

1st  stubble 

10 

3 

0 

2 

50 

19 

0 

14 

2nd  stubble 

21 

1 

6 

5 

55 

13 

13 

17 

Older 

13 

18 

0 

3 

73 

33 

0 

22 

Unknown 

10 

0.4 

0 

- 

100 

10 

0 

- 

Total 

12 

3 

2 

2 

52 

15 

3 

14 

Table  3.  RSD  infection  levels  for  fields  and  within  fields  by  healthy  seedcane  program  over  four 
years  of  testing. 


Average  percentage  of  infected 
stalks  within  fields 

Average  percentage  of  fields 

with  RSD 

Program 

1997 

1998 

1999 

2000 

1997 

1998 

1999 

2000 

Heat  treated 

24 

4 

0 

2 

70 

32 

0 

13 

Kleentek® 

12 

1 

0 

1 

52 

10 

0 

10 

Cleanseed® 

- 

0 

0 

2 

- 

0 

0 

6 

Other 

9 

7 

12 

6 

44 

24 

25 

23 

Total 

12 

3 

2 

2 

51 

15 

3 

14 

18 


%  for  field  incidence.  The  RSD  testing  results  from  2000  suggest  that  HoCP  91-555  might  exhibit 
a  high  rate  of  RSD  spread,  so  this  new  variety  will  need  to  be  monitored  very  carefully  for  RSD. 
Additional  research  is  in  progress  to  continue  to  compare  rates  of  RSD  spread  in  different  varieties 
and  to  compare  rates  of  RSD  spread  between  whole  stalk  and  combine  harvesters.  This  research 
is  being  conducted  in  cooperation  with  Dr.  Mike  Grisham  at  the  USDA-ARS  Sugarcane  Research 
Unit  in  Houma. 

In  summary,  the  RSD  testing  made  possible  by  the  existence  of  the  Sugarcane  Disease 
Detection  Lab  has  revealed  that  dramatic  reductions  in  the  occurrence  and  impact  of  RSD  are  being 
accomplished,  and  it  has  identified  the  factors  that  are  responsible.  Reducing  the  impact  of  what 
has  been  our  most  important  disease  for  many  years  is  a  very  positive  development  for  the  industry. 
However,  as  stated  before,  RSD  is  down  but  not  out.  It  is  still  present  on  many  farms.  In  the  future, 
it  is  likely  that  we  will  continue  to  rely  on  healthy  seedcane  programs  to  control  RSD  rather  than 
variety  resistance.  This  means  that  any  high  yielding  varieties  that  are  identified  by  the  Variety 
Selection  Program  will  be  released  to  the  industry,  even  if  they  are  susceptible  to  RSD.  This  makes 
it  important  to  continue  to  reduce  RSD  infection,  so  that  we  can  grow  susceptible  varieties 
successfully  in  the  future.  The  resistance  to  RSD  spread  that  LCP  85-384  possesses  may  lead  some 
farmers  to  conclude  that  they  do  not  need  to  be  as  careful  about  RSD  as  they  were  before.  This 
would  be  a  great  mistake  and  a  missed  opportunity.  Farmers  need  to  maintain  aggressive  healthy 
seedcane  programs.  The  availability  of  a  reliable  healthy  seedcane  source,  RSD  testing,  and  a 
variety  with  some  resistance  to  disease  spread  provides  farmers  with  a  great  opportunity  to 
eliminate  RSD  from  their  farms. 
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Dedicated  Research  Funding  Summaries 


Scientists  who  received  funding  from  the  League 's  Dedicated  Research  Committee  are  requested 
to  prepare  a  short  summary  of  their  work  at  the  end  of  the  year.  The  following  are  the  last  of  the 
year  2000  reports  to  be  published. 


Request  For  Supplemental  Funding  in  Support  of  The  Research  Programs  of  The  USDA-ARS 
Sugarcane  Research  Unit,  Houma,  La.  Dr.  Edward  Richard,  Jr.,  Research  Agronomist,  USDA- 
ARS,  SRRC,  Sugarcane  Research  Unit,  Houma,  LA 

Simply  put,  the  mission  of  the  USDA,  ARS,  SRRC,  Sugarcane  Research  Unit  is  to  insure  the 
profitability  of  the  sugar  industry  in  the  Lower  Mississippi  Valley  while  minimizing  the  impact 
of  the  crop's  culture  on  the  fragile  ecosystems  that  surround  it.  To  address  this  mission  requires 
that  long-term,  high  risk  and  often  costly  research  in  a  number  of  scientific  disciplines  be 
conducted  simultaneously. 

Funding  increases  from  the  USDA's  Agricultural  Service  has  increased  over  the  years,  but 
these  increases  have  not  kept  pace  with  the  rising  costs  of  labor,  equipment,  and  supplies  needed 
to  conduct  this  research.  As  a  result,  it  has  been  increasingly  important  for  the  Sugarcane  Research 
Unit  at  Houma  to  solicit  outside  sources  of  funds  to  meet  unexpected  expenditures  encountered  by 
its  scientists.  In  addition  to  the  monies  used  for  labor  support  and  supplies  mentioned  earlier  for 
the  Ardoyne  Farm  Juice  Lab,  monies  were  used  to  purchase  general  supplies  that  benefitted  all 
scientists  at  the  SRU,  for  technical  support  for  the  entomology  and  biotechnology  programs,  and 
for  additional  labor  support  (temporary  -as  needed)  for  the  commercial  and  basic  breeding 
programs.  The  Basic  Breeding  Program  was  the  source  of  the  parents  used  to  develop  LHo  83- 
153,  LCP  85-384,  HoCP  85-845,  and  more  recently  HoCP  91-555.  The  addition  of  new  breeding 
lines  into  this  program  through  conventional  and  molecular  breeding  (transformation)  techniques 
should  provide  great  dividends  in  the  future. 

Summary  of  Activities  in  The  LSU  Sugarcane  Variety  Development  Program.  Dr.  Kenneth 
Gravois,  Sugar  Research  Station,  St.  Gabriel,  LA 

The  primary  objective  of  the  Louisiana  Agricultural  Experiment  Station  (LAES)  Sugarcane 
Variety  Development  Program  is  to  contribute  to  the  profitability  of  the  Louisiana  sugarcane 
industry  by  developing  improved  sugarcane  varieties.  A  total  of  93,927  seedlings  from  236  crosses 
from  the  1999  crossing  series  were  planted  in  the  field  in  the  spring  of  2000.  A  total  of  74,263 
seedlings  survived  transplanting.  The  majority  of  the  seedlings  were  from  crosses  of  commercial 
varieties  and  elite  experimental  varieties.  Selection  will  be  carried  out  in  2001  when  the  seedlings 
are  in  the  first  stubble  crop. 

Photoperiod  treatments  to  induce  flowering  began  on  May  3 1  and  continued  until  September 
10.  Flowering  in  2000  was  excellent,  with  461  crosses  being  made.  Germination  tests  were 
conducted  in  December.  Seed  production  for  2000  was  excellent  with  714,474  being  produced. 

In  the  fall  of  2000,  individual  selection  was  practiced  on  45,356  first  stubble  seedlings  that 
represented  the  1998  crossing  series.  Family  selection  (top  83%  in  2000)  was  utilized  based  on 
information  from  the  cross  appraisal  study.  Of  the  45,356  clones,  3,014  were  selected  and  planted 
to  establish  the  first-line  trials. 

Established  procedures  were  used  to  advance  superior  clones  of  the  1997  crossing  series  from 
first-line  trials  to  second-line  trials  (735  clones)  and  of  the  1996  crossing  series  from  second-line 
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trials  to  increase  trials  (206  clones).  After  preliminary  ratings  for  cane  yield  and  plant  type  in 
August,  clones  with  acceptable  ratings  were  further  evaluated  for  lodging,  borer  damage,  presence 
of  disease,  presence  of  pith/tube,  and  Brix/sugar  per  ton. 

The  best  33  experimental  varieties  from  the  1995  crossing  series  were  assigned  permanent 
variety  designations  in  the  fall  of  2000.  Newly  assigned  varieties  were  entered  in  replicated 
nursery  trials  at  three  locations  (St.  Gabriel  Research  Station,  USD  A  Ardoyne  Farm,  Iberia 
Research  Station).  "L"  ,  "HoCP  or  Ho"  varieties  of  the  2000  series  were  exchanged  in  the  fall  of 
2000  to  plant  cooperative  infield  and  nursery  tests  the  following  year. 

Experimental  varieties  were  replanted  in  infield  and  nursery  tests  ( 1 6  varieties  of  the  1 999 
series),  introduced  to  the  outfield  tests  (two  varieties  of  the  1998  series),  and  planted  in  outfield 
tests  (one  variety  of  the  1995  series  and  two  varieties  of  the  1997  series).  Breeding  personnel 
assisted  Dr.  Jeff  Hoy  and  Dr.  Gene  Reagan  to  enter  experimental  varieties  in  the  sugarcane  smut 
and  sugarcane  borer  resistance  trials,  respectively. 

Table  1 .  Number  of  "L"  varieties  by  assignment  series  at  the  most  advanced  stage  of  testing  in 
1999. 

Number  of 
Series         Stage  of  Testing  experimental 

varieties 

L  1995       Outfield  -  Replanted  and  harvested  as  first  stubble  1 

L  1996       Outfield  -  Replanted  and  harvested  as  plantcane;  0 

Off-station  nurseries  -  2nd  stubble  harvested 

L  1997       Outfield  -  Planted;  On-station  nurseries  -  2nd  stubble  harvested;  2 

Off-station  nurseries  -  1st  stubble  harvested 

L  1998       Outfield  -  Introduced;  On-station  Nurseries  1st  stubble  harvested;  2 

Off-station  nurseries  -  plantcane  harvested. 

!    L  1 999       On-station  nurseries  plantcane  harvested;  1 6 

Off-station  nurseries  planted. 

L  2000       Assignment  -  On-station  nurseries  planted  33 

I  Support  of  Sugarcane  Research  at  The  Iberia  Research  Station.    Dr.  HP.  Viator,  Iberia 
!  Research  Station 

Funding  was  received  in  2000  to  conduct  work  in  the  following  five  areas:  1)  planting, 
j  maintenance  and  harvesting  of  nine  LSU  AgCenter  and  USD  A  breeding  nurseries  in  the  Teche 
I  Region;  2)  irrigation  tests  on  Alligator  clay  and  with  billets;  3)  evaluation  of  the  long-term 
I  influence  of  combine-harvest  residue  on  yield  and  soil  properties;  4)  initiation  of  a  precision 
j  agriculture  study  utilizing  geo-referenced  maps;  and  5)  involvement  in  several  plant  nutrition  tests 
|  (sewage  sludge,  conventional  fertilizer,  growth  hormone,  and  others). 

Of  the  above-referenced  research  areas,  I  feel  all  but  two  are  too  preliminary  in  nature  to  be 
developed  into  articles.  Summations  for  the  two  are  given  below: 

Influence  of  combine-harvest  residue:  A  study  on  the  long-term  influence  of  combine-harvest 
residue  demonstrated  diminishing  yields  with  crop  age  for  plots  with  full  residue  coverage.  Cycle 
one  of  a  multi-cycle  study  is  complete.  The  yield  advantage  from  fall  removal  of  residue  increased 
to  approximately  1,500  pounds  of  sugar  per  acre  by  third  stubble  of  cycle  one.  Soil  samples  will 
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be  assayed  for  carbon  and  nitrogen  during  the  fallow  period  to  determine  if  trash  retention 
influences  organic  matter  content. 

Irrigation  on  clay:  The  year  2000  was  one  of  the  driest  since  records  began  in  1889.  A  new 
furrow  irrigation  study  was  conducted  on  an  Alligator  clay  soil  site  that  received  only  19.9  inches 
of  rain  from  May  through  October.  Cane  irrigated  with  approximately  1 1  acre-inches  of  water 
grew  about  20  inches  taller  and  yielded  about  10  tons  of  cane  per  acre  more  than  the  unirrigated 
cane.  Estimated  cost  for  the  additional  tonnage  totaled  about  $27  per  acre  or  $2.44  per  acre-inch 
pumped. 

Screening  Breeding  Clones  For  Resistance  to  Ratoon  Stunting  Disease  (Continuing  Study). 

Dr.  Michael  Grisham  and  Jack  Comstock,  Research  Plant  Pathologist,  USDA-ARS,  SRRC, 
Sugarcane  Research  Unit,  Houma,  LA 

Germplasm  continued  to  be  evaluated  for  resistance  to  ratoon  stunting  disease  (RSD)  at  the 
USDA  research  facilities  at  Houma,  LA  and  Canal  Point,  FL.  Most  clones  were  evaluated  because 
of  their  potential  use  as  parents  in  future  crosses  in  the  Louisiana  variety  development  program. 
Approximately  60  clones  were  evaluated  at  Canal  Point  and  approximately  100  were  tested  at 
Houma  in  2000.  Progeny  from  14  crosses  between  parents  that  are  resistant,  intermediate,  or 
susceptible  to  RSD  were  inoculated  and  planted  in  1999.  The  susceptibility  of  these  progeny  to 
RSD  was  determined  in  2000  and  preliminary  analysis  of  the  results  indicates  that  progress  can  be 
made  in  breeding  for  RSD  resistance.  Additional  studies  are  needed  to  determine  how  rapidly 
progress  can  be  made  and  what  the  impact  of  adding  the  selection  for  RSD  resistance  would  have 
on  the  overall  success  of  the  breeding  program.  One  supporting  study  was  initiated  in  2000  when 
the  836  clones  from  the  second-line  trials  were  planted  for  RSD-susceptibility  testing  in  2001. 
Among  the  varieties  currently  recommended  for  planting  in  Louisiana,  none  are  resistant  to 
infection  by  the  RSD  bacterium.  One  variety,  CP  79-318,  is  resistant  to  yield  loss,  but  not  to 
infection,  and  yield  losses  in  infected  LCP  85-384  are  moderate  when  compared  to  other  Louisiana 
varieties.  All  other  varieties  experience  high  yield  loss  if  infected  with  the  RSD  bacterium.  Of 
concern  is  the  fact  that  among  the  germplasm  used  in  the  Louisiana  breeding  program,  most  are 
moderately  to  highly  susceptible  to  infection  by  the  RSD  bacterium. 


A  Study  of  Potential  Sugarcane  Diseases  That  Could  Affect  the  Louisiana  Industry.   Dr. 

Michael  Grisham,  Research  Plant  Pathologist,  USDA-ARS,  SRRC,  Sugarcane  Research  Unit, 
Houma,  LA 

Funding  provided  by  the  Dedicated  Research  Funding  Committee  supported  participation  in 
the  International  Society  of  Sugar  Cane  Technologists  6th  Pathology  Workshop  and  the  post- 
workshop  tour  of  the  Thailand  sugarcane  industry  in  July  2000.  The  Research  Plant  Pathologist 
from  the  USDA  Sugarcane  Research  Unit  in  Houma,  was  one  of  48  scientists  from  17  countries 
who  participated  in  the  workshop.  The  workshop  included  discussions  of  sugarcane  diseases 
caused  by  the  major  groups  of  pathogens.  A  disease  of  current  concern  internationally  is  yellow 
leaf  syndrome  (YLS).  The  sugarcane  yellow  leaf  virus  (SCYLV)  that  causes  YLS  was  found 
infecting  Louisiana  sugarcane,  including  LCP  85-384,  in  1996.  Much  of  the  information  about  this 
disease  has  not  been  published.  Three  diseases  (white  leaf,  grassy  shoot,  and  green  grassy  shoot) 
of  which  little  is  known  and  are  currently  found  only  in  the  Eastern  Hemisphere  received  much 
attention  and  discussion.  Of  interest  to  the  U.S.  sugarcane  industry  is  how  to  prevent  the  spread 
of  these  serious  diseases  into  the  Western  Hemisphere.  Disease  epidemics  discussed  included  the 
first  report  of  sugarcane  smut  in  Australia,  an  outbreak  of  orange  rust  in  Australia,  and  an  increase 
of  mosaic  in  Florida.  Other  topics  of  discussion  included  disease  diagnosis,  development  of 
transgenic  disease  plants  resistant  to  Fiji  disease,  disease  control  through  plant  breeding  and 
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quarantine  practices.  Participants  agreed  to  cooperate  on  a  project  to  determine  the  genetic 
variability  of  the  fungus  that  causes  smut.  Arrangements  were  also  made  for  one  of  the 
participants  to  develop  and  make  available  an  antisera  to  SCYLV  used  in  the  diagnosis  of  this  virus. 
A  reliable  source  of  antisera  is  not  currently  available  and  the  alternative  diagnostic  methods  for 
SCYLV  are  much  more  time  consuming  and  costly. 

The  primary  object  of  the  post-workshop  tour  was  to  observe  white  leaf,  green  grassy  shoot, 
and  grassy  shoot  in  commercial  planting  of  sugarcane.  Severe  white  leaf  symptoms  were  observed 
in  many  fields  along  the  tour  route.  This  tour  provided  the  opportunity  for  many  participants  to 
observe  diseases  not  present  in  their  home  countries  and  to  discuss  practices  to  minimize  the  risk 
of  moving  sugarcane  pathogens  from  country  to  country. 

A  Molecular  Sugarcane  Breeding  Program  for  the  Louisiana  Sugarcane  Industry.  Dr.  Yong- 
Bao  Pan,  Research  Geneticist ,  USDA  -ARS,  SRRC,  Sugarcane  Research  Unit,  Houma,  LA 

During  2000,  DNA  markers  for  sugarcane  and  related  wild  species  currently  being  used  in  the 
breeding  program  in  Louisiana  were  further  developed.  These  will  be  used  to  assist  breeders  in 
insuring  that  seed  produced  from  designated  crosses  are  the  result  of  cross  pollination  from  the 
planned  high-pollen  male  parents  and  not  from  pollen  produced  by  the  low-pollen,  predominately 
female  parents,  themselves.  As  a  further  means  of  reducing  the  chances  that  collected  seed  are 
originating  from  cross  pollination,  more  than  50  basic  crosses  were  made  in  which  the  female 
flowers  were  subjected  to  a  hot- water  pre-treatment  to  reduce  the  amount  of  pollen  produced  and 
thereby  reduce  the  risk  of  self  pollination.  To  test  the  effectiveness  of  this  method,  the  progeny 
from  these  crosses  will  be  screened  using  DNA  markers  developed  at  the  lab.  Dr.  Pan  also  spent 
a  1 2-week  sabbatical  in  Australia  between  November,  2000  and  February,  200 1 ,  and  was  successful 
in  using  another  type  of  DNA  fingerprinting  technique  involving  microsatellite  DNA  allowing  him 
to  fingerprint  25  Louisiana  sugarcane  cultivars  and  lines  with  great  precision.  The  further 
development  of  this  technology  should  be  helpful  in  the  basic  and  commercial  breeding  programs 
in  insuring  that  only  plants  arising  from  designed  crosses  are  allowed  to  remain  in  the  program  for 
further  evaluation  in  the  field.  During  2000,  over  800  potentially  transformed  plants  of  LCP  85- 
384  and  HoCP  91-555  were  produced.  These  plants  are  currently  being  tested  for  resistance  to 
postemergence  applications  of  Liberty™  and  sugarcane  mosaic  resistance. 

Upgrade  and  Support  for  the  Juice  Quality  Laboratory  at  the  Ardoyne  Farm.  Dr.  Edward 
Richard,  Jr.,  Research  Agronomist,  USDA-ARS,  SRRC,  Sugarcane  Research  Unit,  Houma,  LA 
Though  funding  for  the  upgrade  of  the  USDA,  ARS,  SRRC,  Sugarcane  Research  Unit's  juice 
quality  laboratory  at  the  Unit's  Ardoyne  Research  Farm  was  not  granted  in  2000,  approximate 
monies  for  labor  support  and  supplies  was  obtained  through  a  funded  proposal  entitled:  "Request 
for  Supplemental  Funding  in  Support  of  the  Research  Programs  of  the  USDA-ARS  Sugarcane 
Research  Unit,  Houma,  LA".  The  function  of  this  lab  is  to  support  the  research  efforts  of  the 
Louisiana  sugar  industry  by  conducting  juice  analyses  on  approximately  7,210  sugarcane  samples 
annually  (5-year  average  from  1995  to  1999).  Besides  samples  from  ARS  scientists  involved  in 
the  breeding,  weed  control,  entomology,  and  plant  pathology  programs  at  Houma,  samples  were 
processed  from  cooperators  with:  the  LSU  Ag  Center's  Audubon  Sugar  Institute,  Experiment 
Station,  and  Extension  Service;  the  Sugar  Processing  Research  Institute;  and  the  American  Sugar 
Cane  League.  Additionally,  the  lab  has  always  served  as  a  testing  site  for  new  factory 
instrumentation  and  plans  are  to  continue  this  vital  role  as  we  enter  the  new  millennium. 

Sugarcane  Pathology  Research:  2000  Progress  Report.  Dr.  J.  W.  Hoy,  LSU  AgCenter 

During  2000,  major  research  projects  were  billet  planting  and  ratoon  stunting  disease  (RSD) 
testing.  Additional  projects  were  screening  for  resistance  to  leaf  scald,  smut,  and  mosaic  as  part  of 
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the  Variety  Selection  Program;  adaptation  of  methods  to  detect  leaf  scald,  RSD,  and  yellow  leaf; 
operation  of  a  local  quarantine  for  plant  material  to  be  used  for  tissue  culture  seedcane  production; 
and  evaluation  of  methods  to  compare  the  microbial  communities  in  "new"  and  "old"  cane  ground. 
Yields  during  2000  were  similar  for  billet  and  whole  stalk  plantings  that  had  not  received  any 
special  treatment.  Starter  fertilizer,  fungicides,  antitranspirants  (film-coatings),  and  soil-applied 
insecticides  did  not  increase  billet  planting  performance.  An  extensive,  state-wide  RSD  survey 
confirmed  previous  year  results  that  low  levels  of  disease  incidence  are  now  existing  in  the 
industry.  Factors  associated  with  low  RSD  incidence  were  wide-spread  cultivation  of  LCP  85-384 
and  use  of  Kleentek  seedcane.  Experimental  varieties  were  screened  for  resistance  to  diseases,  and 
healthy  material  was  provided  for  tissue  culture  of  seedcane.  Methods  were  adapted  for  detecting 
leaf  scald  and  our  newest  disease,  yellow  leaf.  To  learn  more  about  the  yield  decline  that  results 
from  long-time  cultivation  of  sugarcane,  research  was  initiated  to  compare  the  total  microbial 
communities  between  "new"  and  "old"  cane  ground  to  determine  what  changes  take  place  during 
monoculture  of  sugarcane.  DNA  was  isolated  from  soil,  and  differences  were  detected  in  bacterial 
communities  between  soils. 

Field  experiments  were  planted  to  continue  to  evaluate  factors  affecting  billet  planting 
performance.  New  projects  were  initiated  to  determine  the  effect  of  combine  harvesting  and 
varieties  on  RSD  spread  and  to  determine  the  occurrence  and  effect  of  yellow  leaf  virus  on  yield 
of  LCP  85-384. 

Insect  Pest  Management  in  the  Louisiana  Sugarcane  Industry,  2000.  Drs.  T.  E.  Reagan  and 
F.  R.  Posey,  Department  of  Entomology,  LSU  Ag  Center 

As  growers  seek  to  stay  competitive,  how  does  the  current  state  of  sugarcane  borer  and  insect 
pest  management  in  general  fit  within  the  overall  context  of  sugarcane  economics?  In  order  to 
answer  this  question,  two  specific  objectives  were  researched  in  the  first  year  of  what  is  intended 
to  be  a  multi-year  study. 

1 .  To  assess  the  impact  of  various  factors  (i.e.  rainfall,  variety,  crop  year,  location,  and  insecticide 
application  frequency)  on  the  economics  of  insect  pest  management  in  Louisiana  sugarcane. 

2.  To  determine  the  value  of  dead  heart  surveys  in  predicting  the  sugarcane  borer  (SCB) 
population  impact  particularly  as  influenced  by  rainfall,  variety,  crop  year,  potential  need  for 
insecticides,  and  relative  area-wide  pest  severity  as  measured  by  end-of-season  crop  damage 
and  SCB  population  assessment. 

In  order  to  determine  an  experimental  assessment  of  insect  pest  management  in  Louisiana 
sugarcane,  eight  production  regions  were  selected  for  comparison  of  sugar  cane  borer  (SCB) 
Diatraea  saccharalis  spring  dead  hearts,  SCB  and  other  insect  pest  insecticidal  control,  end-of- 
season  bored  internodes  (and  adult  emergence),  and  yield.  In  each  area,  two  management  units 
were  chosen  to  compare  two-plant  cane  and  two  stubble  fields  in  SCB  susceptible  varieties  verses 
moderate  or  resistant  varieties.  A  total  of  1 17  fields  were  sampled  across  the  primary  Louisiana 
sugarcane  production  areas.  The  varieties  sampled  were  LCP85-384  or  HoCP9 1-555  (SCB 
susceptible)  and  HoCP85-845,  CP70-321,  LCP86-454,  or  LHo83-153  (SCB  resistant).  With 
cooperation  from  the  respective  growers  and/or  licensed  consultants  and  county  agents,  spring  dead 
heart  sampling,  stand  counts,  insecticide  use,  and  end  of  season  SCB  bored  internode  frequency  and 
adult  emergence  holes  where  compared  to  the  yields  of  the  sampled  fields.  During  the  dead  heart 
survey,  borer  larvae  were  collected  and  reared  out  for  parasite  (parasitoid)  determination. 

Out  of  the  5,350  stalks  (65,081  total  internodes)  evaluated  for  the  eight  areas,  1,331  of  the 
internodes  were  bored,  given  a  total  average  of  2.05%,  and  SCB  spring  dead  hearts  averaged  277 
dead  hearts  per  acre  for  the  2000  growing  season  (Table  1 .  provides  a  summary  for  each  area  and 
Table  2.  provides  an  analyzed  mean  of  the  summary  for  each  area).  Results  indicated  a  year  of  very 
light  insect  pressure  with  most  fields  receiving  only  one  or  less  application  of  insecticide  due  to  the 
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severity  of  the  drought  that  farmers  faced  during  this  growing  season.  An  exception  to  the  drought 
occurred  in  the  Central  LA  area  where  early  rains  were  received  (Table  3.  compares  above  normal 
rainfall  versus  drought  conditions),  and  some  fields  required  three  applications  for  SCB  control 
with  infestations  reaching  as  high  as  20%  live  larvae  in  the  leaf  sheaths  at  times,  and  one  field 
required  four  applications  of  insecticide.  Some  of  these  same  farmers  were  also  faced  with  an 
outbreak  of  the  newly  discovered  white  sugarcane  aphid  Melanaphis  sacchari  (Zehtner)  and  the 
yellow  sugarcane  aphid  Siphaflava  (Forbes)  requiring  additional  insecticide  treatments. 


Table  1 .  Insect  Pest  Management  Assessment  in  the  LA  Sugarcane  Industry  for  the  2000 
Growing  Season3. 


Area 

Resistance  & 

Dead 

%  SCB  Bored 

%  Reduction 

Adult  Emergence 

Crop  Year 

Hearts/Acre 

Internodes 

In  S/Ab 

SCB  Per  Acre 

Central 

R/P 

1,400 

3.09 

2.16 

655 

Central 

R/St 

675 

2.18 

1.52 

1,766 

Central 

S/P 

325 

4.17 

2.92 

0 

Central 

S/St 

300 

6.94 

4.86 

0 

L.  Laf. 

R/P 

50 

0.88 

0.62 

0 

L.  Laf. 

R/St 

75 

0.68 

0.48 

1,677 

L.  Laf. 

S/P 

125 

4.24 

2.97 

10,868 

L.  Laf 

S/St 

200 

2.36 

2.06 

1,004 

U.  Laf. 

R/P 

25 

1.08 

0.75 

0 

U.  Laf. 

R/St 

625 

0.74 

0.52 

282 

U.  Laf. 

S/P 

725 

4.45 

3.12 

671 

U.  Laf. 

S/St 

250 

3.78 

2.65 

6,134 

L.  River 

R/P 

775 

0.53 

0.37 

0 

L.  River 

R/St 

175 

0.76 

0.54 

0 

L.  River 

S/P 

0 

1.29 

0.90 

1,260 

L.  River 

S/St 

0 

0.15 

0.11 

671 

U.  River 

R/P 

225 

1.82 

1.27 

0 

U.  River 

R/St 

275 

0.54 

0.37 

0 

U.  River 

S/P 

50 

4.15 

2.91 

939 

U.  River 

S/St 

50 

4.57 

3.20 

3,872 

Southwest 

R/P 

100 

2.31 

1.62 

0 

Southwest 

R/Stc 

N/A 

N/A 

N/A 

N/A 

Southwest 

S/P 

350 

5.20 

3.64 

2,004 

Southwest 

S/St 

50 

1.23 

0.86 

393 

Teche 

R/P 

175 

0.60 

0.42 

479 

Teche 

R/St 

225 

1.64 

2.29 

664 

Teche 

S/P 

225 

0.78 

0.55 

1,806 

Teche 

S/St 

250 

2.03 

1.42 

1,043 

Vermilion 

R/P 

667 

2.12 

1.49 

566 

Vermilion 

R/St 

75 

0.64 

0.45 

259 

Vermilion 

S/P 

175 

1.08 

0.76 

680 

Vermilion 

S/St 

75 

1.49 

1.04 

929 

aEach  figure  represents  the  mean  of  two  sets  of  samples  from  each  of  two  fields  from  two  farms  in 
an  area.  Table  does  not  include  insecticide  use  and  final  yield  for  this  point  in  time.  R=  SCB 
resistant  (HoCP85-845,  CP70-321,  LCP86-454,  andLHo83-153),  S=  SCB  susceptible  (LCP85-384 
and  HoCP9 1-555),  P=  plant  cane,  St=  stubble.  bBased  on  an  average  loss  factor  of  0.70%  sugar  per 
acre  for  1%  joints  bored  established  by  Dr.  W.  H.  White  at  the  USDA  Sugar  Research  Station  at 
Houma,  LA.  cNot  available  due  to  the  dominance  of  LCP85-384. 
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Table  2.  Dead  Heart  Assessment  and  SCB  Injury  in  Louisiana  Sugarcane  Industry  for  2000. 
Selected  Areas  SCB  Dead  Hearts/ Acre     "—       %  SCB  Bored  Internodes 


Central 
Southwest 
Upper  River 
Upper  Lafourche 
Lower  Lafourche 
Vermilion 
Teche 
Lower  River 


675a 

167b 

150b 

406ab 

113b 

248b 

219b 

238b 


4.10a 

2.91ab 

2.77ab 

2.51abc 

2.04bc 

1.33bc 

1.26bc 

0.68c 


Each  value  represents  a  mean  of  1 6  fields;  (P  <  0.05,  LSD). 

Table  3.  IPM  Comparison  of  Three  Areas  of  the  Louisiana  Sugarcane  Industry  for  2000. 


AREA 


Rainfall  (Inches) 


Apr& 
May 


Jun& 
Jul 


Aug& 
Sep 


#of 

Insecticide 
Applications 


% 

SCB  Bored 
Internodes 


#of 

Dead  Hearts 

/Acre 


Central 

11.70 

6.26 

0.84 

(+/-)  from 

2.45 

0.47 

-4.50 

normal 

Lower  River 

1.80 

7.30 

12.40 

(+/-)  from 
normal 

-3.93 

-2.80 

-2.17 

Vermilion 

1.03 

7.13 

5.89 

(+/-)  from 

-7.57 

-3.79 

-6.50 

2.5 


0.1 


0.0 


4.10a 


0.68c 


1.33b 


675a 


238b 


248b 


normal 


Weather  data  was  gathered  from  Climatological  Data  Louisiana  2000  (P  <_0.05,  LSD). 
Dr.  Legendre,  King  Sucrose  LX  (continued  from  vase  1) 


Dr.  Legendre  is  recognized  as  one  of  the 
leading  sugarcane  experts  in  the  world  in  the 
areas  of  breeding  and  selection  and  cane  and 
juice  quality  and  is  recognized  for  his  work  on 
plant  growth  regulators  as  chemical  ripeners. 
He  is  also  sought  out  widely  for  helping  to 
solve  milling  and  processing  problems 
associated  with  varieties  and  harvest  systems. 
His  advice  and  counsel  is  often  sought  out 
internationally,  nationally  and  locally  for 
technical  advisory  activities  and  committee 
assignments  within  his  areas  of  expertise. 
Although  his  primary  interest  has  always  been 
that  of  the  Louisiana  and  domestic  sugarcane 
industries,  he  has  accepted  invitation  to  visit 


and  consult  with  Colombia,  Costa  Rica, 
Dominican  Republic,  Egypt,  India,  Indonesia, 
Mauritius,  Nigeria,  Pakistan,  Philippines,  South 
Africa  and  Thailand.  In  his  current  assignment, 
Dr.  Legendre  is  responsible  for  all  sugarcane 
educational  programs  for  the  state  of  Louisiana. 

Dr.  Legendre  is  the  son  of  late  Irving,  Sr. 
and  Eloise  Toups  Legendre  of  Thibodaux.  He 
is  married  to  the  former  Nell  Talbot.  They  have 
four  children,  Lisa,  Ben,  Jr.,  Nicole  and 
Stephanie. 

The  American  Sugar  Cane  League 
congratulates  Ben  on  being  selected  King 
Sucrose  LX. 
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CLASSIFIEDS  -  FOR  SALE 


Orthman  Cultivator  with  covering  tool,  row 
markers  and  Thimet  boxes  -  $15,000;  3  -  12' 
Davis  Planting  Wagons  with  running  gear  - 
$6,000  each;  3-row  Flail  Mower  used  to 
remove  trash  off  of  the  top  of  the  row,  behind 
combine  -  $9,000.  Call  Clint  Judice  at  (337) 
319-0791  or  Chad  Judice  at  (337)  789-4212. 

(2)  4ft.  Automatic  Cane  Planters  with 
Louviere  valve  equipped  $1,700  per  planter; 
Large  Bayou  Service  Planters  Aid  -  3  yrs  old 
$3,200;  Thompson  3-row  Cultivator  with  off 
bar  $300;  Homemade  V-plow  with  cylinder 
$200;  1990  Model  2-Row  Broussard 
Harvester  -  $30,000;  1986  Model  SP  1800 
4WD  Cameco  Cane  Loader  -  $27,000; 
Lincoln  Gas  Welding  Machine  on  trailer  with 
new  engine  and  armature  -  $1,700;  45  ft. 
Float  Trailer  with  new  24.5  tires  -  $2,500; 
Cane  Transloader  Grab  for  John  Deere 
Excavator  -  $500;  (6)  Wholestalk  Cane 
Transloader  Wagons  with  Davis  running  gear 
$500  per  wagon;  (4)  Wholestalk  Cane 
Trailers  for  trucks  -  make  offer.  Call  Troy 
Canella  at  (225)  687-1608. 

Austoft  Cane  Combine  ready  to  cut  -  $30,000 
or  will  consider  trade;  3-row  Chisel  Plow  for 
Cane  -  $1,500;  15'  Woods  Shredder  -  $1,000; 
Single  Row  Broussard  Harvester  -  $15,000 
or  will  take  trade.  Call  Erne  Plessala,  Jr.  at 
(337)  229-8409. 

1997  Cameco  10  ton  High  Dump  Billet 
Wagon  -  $20,000;  JD  200  LC  Excavator 

(1800  hours)  with  hydraulic  thumb,  quick 
coupler,  digging  bucket,  clean-out  bucket,  & 
V-bucket-  $130,000;  1999  Shop  Made  3-row 
3-point  hitch  Fertilizer  Applicator  with  500 
gal.  tank,  hydraulic  pump,  &  coulter  knives  - 
$2,500.  From  family  operation.  Call  (225) 
627-4862  (leave  a  message)  or  (225)  627-9459 
(evenings). 


1996  2-row  LaCane  Tiger  Loader,  2,000  hrs., 
excellent  condition  -  $53,000;  20  -  New 
16.9x28  R1W  tires  -  $325  each;  20  -  New 
16.9x30  R1W  tires  -  $425  each.  Call  (337) 
879-7932  (W)  leave  message. 

1983     Single-row     Broussard     Harvester, 

freshly  painted,  double  ends  &  scroll,  CAT 
3208  engine,  New  18-4-38  tires,  with  pulling 
wheel,  shredder  topper  -  $10,000;  JD  4840 
freshly  painted  with  new  trans  &  engine 
overhauled  in  '97  -  $12,000;  3-row  Bottom 
Trip  Plow  Int'I,  freshly  painted,  heavy  duty 
and  gauge  wheels  -  $3,000;  Int'I  3-row 
Chopper  -  $650.  Call  Damian  Pierre  at  (337) 
229-6932. 

Family  Farm  equipment:  4  sets  Direct  Haul 
Chain  Net  Wagons,  13.6  x  24  grader  tires. 
Call  (337)  365-5036  night  or  day  or  (337)  373- 
7791  and  ask  for  Thomas. 

1992  Cameco  S-30  Single-row  Harvester,  cab 
&  air  with  extended  gate  and  front  end  to 
accommodate  4-rows  in  one,  gathering  arms 
have  been  extended.  Front  wheel  pull. 
Excellent  Condition  -  $42,000.  Call  (337)  276- 
4547  office,  (337)  276-4778  home,  or  (337) 
276-7070  shop. 


Ingersol  Dresser  Model  14  well  head  - 
$11,000;  Thomson  3-row  Cultivator  w/off 
bars  -  $2,250;  ;  Shop  Made  Land  Leveler  - 
$800;  Shop  Made  Spray  Rig  Boomer  -  $450; 
Huval  Ditcher  -  $500.  Call  Gary  Lavergne  @ 
(337)  945-7988  mobile  or  (337)  942-5370 
home. 


1993  Cameco  CHT  2500  Chopper  Harvester. 

Call  David  Jarreau  at  (225)  937-0846  (day)  or 
(225)  627-9577  (evenings). 


27 


CLASSIFIEDS  -  FOR  SALE 


1996  JD  7400  High-Clearance  MFWD  Cab  & 
Air;  (3)  Int'l  1066  Hi-Crop  Tractors;  1977 
1466  Int'l  Low-Clearance  Tractor;  5120 
MFWD  Case  Int'l  Tractor;  Cameco  220 
MFWD  Tractor;  (3)  Thompson  3-rows  (2 
with  off  bars  &  fenders  &  1  without);  Seven- 
row  300  Gallon  Sprayer  with  Hydraulic 
Boom  pump  &  valves;  3-row  Ferguson  Tiller 
set  up  for  cane  planting;  3-row  Row-Marker; 
3-row  Lilliston  Cultivator;  3-row  Sub-Soiler; 
Amco  15'  offset  heavy  duty  Disc;  12'  Chisel 
Plow;  10'  Chisel  Plow;  15'  Field  Cultivator; 
18f  Hydraulic  Fold  Do-All;  12'  Do-AU; 
Woods  Ditch  Bank  Clipper  Hydraulic  Fold 
PTO  Driven;  14'  Bush  Hog;  1982  Cameco 
S32  Two-Row  Harvester  Cab  &  Air;  1990 
LaCane  Two-row  4-wheel  drive  Tiger 
Loader  cab  &  air;  1987  Cameco  SP1800  four- 
wheel  drive  Loader  with  Chain  Piler  &  cab; 
Case  Tractor  with  Cameco  Loader; 
Thompson  Single  Row  Harvester;  Dondi 
Rotary  Ditchers;  (2)  Thompson  Ditchers;  (2) 
Ferguson  Drain  Machines;  3-row  Sprayer 
with  saddle  tanks,  racks,  valves,  &  hydraulic 
pump;  Ditch  bank  covered  sprayer; 
Thompson  Home-made  4-row;  (2)  Int'l 
Drain  Machines;  V-Ditcher;  LeBlanc  Drain 
Machine;  KT  15'  Tandem  Disc  with  extra 
parts;  (2)  Allis  Chalmers  Bottom  Plows  (4 
bottom  -  5  bottom);  3-row  Cane  Packer  on 
wheels;  (2)  Single-row  Tillers  -  1  Ferguson  & 


1  Howard;  Small  Dirt  Scoop;  (3)  Push  Back 
Planters  Aids;  3-row  Cap  Off  Plow;  Field 
Cultivator  with  Extra  Parts;  50  gal. 
Anhydrous  Ammonia  Tank;  (2)  500  gal. 
Ammonia  Tanks  on  Wheels;  (2)  Single-row 
Shavers;  Single-row  chopper  with  Butane 
Tank  &  Hydraulic  Burner;  (3)  Single-row  Cap 
Off  Plows;  (2)  Sets  of  Single-row  Choppers; 
Hydraulic  Row  Markers;  Tractor  Bumper; 
(3)  Cameco  Direct  Haul  Chain  Net  Tandem 
Wagons;  Cameco  Direct  Haul  Single  Axle 
Wagon;  3-row  Cane  Picker;  Cameco  28"  & 
30"  Tires  &  Wheels;  Single-row  Sub-Soiler 
with  Chopper  &  Packer;  Hydraulic  Ditch 
Bank  Clipper;  (3)  Drum  Planters;  6  Middle 
Busters;  (4)  Rolling  Cutters;  Set  of  Gage 
Wheels,  no  tires;  (2)  Shoemaker  3-rows;  300 
gal.  Spray  Tank  with  frame;  500  gal. 
Elevated  Water  Tank;  Numerous  Int'l  1066 
Parts;  Int'l  Weights;  Set  of  12.4  x  38  Clamp 
on  Duals;  Set  of  12.4  x  36  Screw  on  Duals; 
Set  of  18.4  x  38  Clamp  on  Duals;  Set  of  15.5 
x  38  Screw  on  Duals;  Set  of  Farmall  MV 
Wheels  &  Tires;  Front  Wheels  for  1466  (16" 
&  20");  Set  of  Tank  Mounts  &  Racks;  Case 
830  &  730  Engines,  transmissions  &  rear  ends; 
Allis  Chalmers  D-19  Tractor  parts;  Head 
Ache  Rack  for  Dually  Pickup;  Numerous 
Hydraulic  Cylinders;  Thompson  Wheels  for 
Wagons.  Call  John  Falcon,  Jr.  at  (225)  473- 
6162  (home)  or  (225)  717-0296  (mobile). 


Our  fluids 
make  sugar. 


Ouachita 


Fertilizer 


New  Iberia,  LA        (337)  367-8233 


UAR 

MIDS0UTH 


Thibodaux,  LA 
(504)  447-4081 

New  Roads,  LA 
(225)  638-8343 


Jeanerette,  LA 
(337)  276-5051 

Lemann's  Farm  Supply 
Donaldsonville,  LA 
(225)  473-7927 
Satellite  Plant 
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COMMERCIAL  MEMBERS  OF  THE 

AMERICAN  SUGAR  CANE  LEAGUE  OF  THE  U.S.A.,  INC. 


The  Bank  of  Commerce 

P.  O.  Box  517,  White  Castle,  LA  70788 

BASF  (formerly  American  Cyanamid) 
P.  O.  Box  10955,  New  Iberia,  LA  70562 

Bayer  Corporation 

300  Legacy  Dr.,  Pineville,  LA  71360 

Broussard,  Bush  &  Hurst,  Inc. 

11764  Haymarket  Dr.,  Baton  Rouge,  LA  70816 

Broussard  Cane  Equipment,  LLC 

P.  O.  Box  2869,  Parks,  LA  70582 

CAMECO  Industries,  Inc. 

P.  O.  Box  968,  Thibodaux,  LA  70302 

Cane  Equipment  Cooperative,  Inc. 

25265  Hwy  1  South,  Plaquemine,  LA  70764 

Case  IH 

441  E.  Magnolia  St.,  Eunice,  LA  70535 

Coastal  Sugar  Producers  Co-op  Association 

P.  O.  Box  1509,  Winnie,  TX  77665 

CoBank 

Jackson  Region,  P.O.  Box  99 
Madison,  MS  39110 

Cost  Management  Services,  Inc. 

A  Member  Company  of  Huval  Insurance  Group 
P.  O  Box  80978,  Lafayette,  LA  70598-0978 

The  Cottonport  Bank 

P  O.  Box  367,  Cottonport,  LA  71327 

Dravo  Lime  Company 

Pelican  State  Division 

12797  Scenic  Highway,  Baton  Rouge,  LA  70807 

Duplantier,  Hrapmann,  Hogan  &  Maher 

Certified  Public  Accountants 

1340  Poydras  St.,  Suite  2000,  New  Orleans,  LA  70112 

Dupont  Ag  Products 

458  McCown  Rd.,  Welsh,  LA  70591 

Estes  Refractory 

P.  O.  Box  94,  Jeanerette,  LA  70544 

First  South  ACA 

P.  O.  Box  667,  Thiboduax,  LA  70302 
P.  O.  Box  10908,  New  Iberia,  LA  70562 

Gulf  Engineers  &  Consultants,  Inc. 

9357  Interline  Ave.,  Baton  Rouge,  LA  70809 

Helena  Chemical  Company 

P.  O.  Box  1123,  Thibodaux,  LA  70301 
P.  O.  Box  484,  Crowley,  LA  70527 

Hibernia  National  Bank 

P.  O.  Box  3597,  Baton  Rouge,  LA  70821 
P.  O.  Box  819,  Thibodaux,  LA  70302 


Kleentek 

4004  Walnut  Drive,  New  Iberia,  LA  70563 

Louisiana  Commerce  &  Trade  Assn. 

(Specializing  in  Workman's  Comp  and  other  Commercial  Insurance) 
1010  Florida  Blvd.,  Baton  Rouge,  LA  70802 

Louisiana  Federal  Land  Bank  Association 

P.  O.  Box  432,  Opelousas,  LA  70571 
P.  O.  Box  1208,  Port  Allen,  LA  70767 

Material  Resources,  Inc. 

P.  O.  Box  1183,  Port  Allen,  LA  70767 

Monsanto 

204  Cresthill,  Youngsville,  LA  70592 

M  &  L  Industries 

1210  St.  Charles  St.,  Houma,  LA  70360 
3811  Hwy.  90  East,  Broussard,  LA  70518 
5810  Airline  Hwy.,  Baton  Rouge,  LA  70805 

M.J.  Naquin,  Inc. 

205  Arms  St.,  Thibodaux,  LA  70301 

Ouachita  Fertilizer 

3714  Old  Spanish  Trail  E.,  New  Iberia,  LA  70560 

Plaquemine  Bank  &  Trust 

P.  O.  Box  626,  Plaquemine,  LA  70765-0626 

Quality  Industries 

118  W.  Main,  P.  O.  Box  406,  Thibodaux,  LA  70302 

Regions  Bank 

P.  O.  Box  11240,  New  Iberia,  LA  70562-1240 
P.  O.  Box  587,  Franklin,  LA  70538 

Rohm  &  Haas 

503  S.  Michot  Dr.,  Lafayette,  LA  70508 

Southern  Agribusiness  Associates 

120  Southpointe  Dr.,  Suite  B,  Jackson,  MS  39212 

Spectra-Physics  Laserplane 

703  Fragala,  Rayville,  LA  71269 

3-D  Chemical,  Inc. 

P.  O.  Box  607,  St.  Martinville,  LA  70582 

Viking  Trailers 

803  W.  Seale  St.,  Nacagdoches,  TX  75964 

Voorhies  Supply  Co.,  Inc. 

P.  O.  Box  12950,  New  Iberia,  LA  70562 

Washington  State  Bank 

P.  O.  Box  128,  Washington,  LA  70589 

Westway  Trading  Corp. 

365  Canal  St.,  Suite  2900,  New  Orleans,  LA  70130 

Whitney  National  Bank 

228  St.  Charles  Ave.,  New  Orleans,  LA  70130 
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